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Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  lll-r-Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

[PP.O.  637, 4th Rev.] 

PART  301— DOMESTIC  QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart^Japanese  Beetle 

Revised  ADioNisTRATivE  Instructions 
Designating  Regulated  Areas 

Pursuant  to  $  301.48-2  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  supplemental  to  the  Japanese 
beetle  quarantine  (7  CFR  301.48-2), 
under  sections  8  and  9  of  the  Plant  Quar¬ 
antine  Act  of  1912,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tion  106  of  the  Federal  Plant  Pest  Act 
(7  U.S.C.  161, 162,  ISOee) ,  administrative 
instructions  appearing  as  7  CFR  301.48- 
2a  are  hereby  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  301.48-2a  Administrative  instructions 
designating  regulated  areas  under 
the  Japanese  beetle  quarantine. 

Infestations  of  the  Japanese  beetle 
have  been  determined  to  exist,  in  the 
quarantined  States  and  District  and  in 
the  counties,  and  other  minor  civil  divi¬ 
sions,  and  parts  thereof  in  such  Stat^, 
listed  below,  or  it  has  been  determined 
that  such  infestation  is  likely  to  exist 
therein,  or  it  is  deemed  necessary  to 
regulate  such  localities  because  of  their 
proximity  to  infestation  or  their  insep¬ 
arability  ior  quarantine  enforcement 
purposes  from  infested  localities.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  such  States  and  District,  and 
such  counties,  and  other  minor  civil  divi¬ 
sions,  and  parts  thereof,  are  hereby  des¬ 
ignated,  as  follows,  as  Japanese  beetle 
r^ulated  areas,  which  are  further  di¬ 
vided  into  generally  infested  areas  and 
suppressive  areas,  within  the  meaning 
of  the  provisions  in  this  subpart: 

(a)  Connecticut — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  Hone. 

(b)  Delaware — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 
The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(c)  District  of  Columlfia — (1)  Generally 
infested  area.  The  entire  District. 

(2)  Suppressive,  area.  None. 

(d)  Georgia — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 

Clayton  County.  Georgia  Militia  Districts 

648. 1189. 1406, 1446,  and  1644. 

Cobb  County.  That  portion  of  the  county 
lying  south  of  State  Highway  120,  including 
all  the  area  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the 
city  of  Marietta. 

Dawson  County.  The  entire  county. 

Ue  Kolb  County.  That  portion  of  the 
county  lying  south,  west,  and  north  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  286,  including  all  of  the  area 
within  the  corporate  limits  of  Doraville. 

Fannin  County..  Georgia  Militia  Districts 
1027, 1242,  and  1488. 

Forsyth  County.  That  portion  of  the 
J»unty  lying  north  of  State  Highway  20, 
including  all  the  area  within  the  corporate 
iinilts  of  the  city  of  Gumming. 


Fulton  Cottnty.  That  area  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  intersection  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  285  and  the  Pulton-De  Ksdb 
County  line,  and  extending  south  along  the 
Pulton-De  Kalb  Coiinty  line  to  the  Fulton- 
Clayton  Coxmty  line,  thence  west  and  south 
along  the  Pulton-Cla]rton  Ootinty  line  to  the 
Fulton-Fayette  County  line,  thence  south- 
westward  along  the  P\ilton-Payette  Cotinty 
line  to  its  intersection  with  State  Highway 
92,  thence  northwestward  along  said  high¬ 
way  to  its  intersection  with  the  Chattahoo¬ 
chee  River,  thence  northeastward  along  said 
river  to  its  intersection  vrith  Interstate  High¬ 
way  285,  thence  eastward  along  Interstate 
Highway  285  to  the  Fulton-De  Kalb  County 
line,  the  point  of  beginning,  excluding  the 
city  of  Palrburn. 

Hall  County.  The  entire  county. 

Lumpkin  County.  The  entire  county. 

Richmond  County.  That  portion  of  the 
county  lying  north  of  Butl«'  Creek. 

Stephens  County.  That  portion  of  the 
County  lying  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  city  of  Toccoa. 

Union  County.  Gecsrgia  Militia  Districts 
994,  995,  and  1241. 

White  County.  The  entire  coimty. 

(2)  Suppressive  area. 

Spalding  County.  That  portion  of  the 
county  lying  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  city  of  Grlflln. 

(e)  Indiana — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 
The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(f)  Kentucky — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 

Boone  County.  The  entire  county. 

Boyd  County.  The  entire  county. 

Campbell  County.  The  entire  county. 

Greenup  County.  The  entire  county. 

Kenton  County.  The  entire  coimty. 

Pike  County.  The  entire  county.  . 

(2)  Suppressive  area. 

Bell  County.  The  entire  county. 

Harlan  County.  The  entire  county. 

Knox  County.  The  entire  county. 

Latorence  County.  The  entire  county. 

Letcher  County.  The  entire  county. 

Lewis  County.  The  entire  county. 

Martin  County.  The  entire  county. 

Whitley  County.  The  entire  county. 

(g)  Maine — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 

Androscoggin  County.  The  entire  county. 

Cumberland  County.  The  entire  cormty. 

Kennebec  County.  The  entire  coxmty. 

Lincoln  County.  The  entire  county. 

Oxford  County.  The  entire  county. 

Sagadahoc  County.  The  entire  county. 

York  County.  The  entire  county. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(h)  Maryland^(l)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(i)  Massachusetts — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

<2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

If)  New  Hampshire — (1)  Generally  in¬ 
fested  area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(k)  New  Jersey — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(l)  New  York — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(m)  North  Carolina — (1)  Generally  in¬ 
fested  area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(n)  Ohio — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 

Ashland  County.  The  townships  of  Green, 

Hanover,  Lake,  Mifflin,  Mohican,  and 
Vermillion. 


Ashtabula  County.  The  entire  county. 
Athens  County.  The  entire  county. 
Belmont  County.  The  entire  coimty. 
Butler  County.  The  townships  of  Fair- 
field,  Hanover,  Liberty,  Morgan,  Reily,  Ross, 
St.  Clair,  and  Union,  and  cities  of  Fairfield 
and  Hamilton.  « 

Carroll  County.  The  entire  coimty. 
Clermont  County.  The  townships  of 
Goshen,  Miami,  and  Union. 

Columbiana  County.  The  entire  county. 
Coshocton  County.  The  entire  county. 
Crawford  County.  The  townships  of  Au¬ 
burn,  Chatfield,  Cranberry,  Jackson,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Liberty,  Polk,  Sandusky,  Vernon,  and 
Whetstone;  and  cities  of  Bucyrus,  Crestline, 
and  Gallon. 

Cuyahoga  County.  The  entire  county. 
Fairfield  County.  The  townships  of  Rich¬ 
land  and  Rush  Creek. 

Franklin  County.  The  townships  of  Clin¬ 
ton,  Jefferson,  Mifflin,  and  Truro;  and  the 
cities  of  Bexley,  Columbus,  Grandview 
Heights,  Marble  Cliff,  Re3moldsb\irg,  Upper 
Arlington,  and  'Whitehall. 

Gallia  County.  The  entire  county. 
Geauga  County.  The  entire  county. 
Guernsey  County.  The  entire  county. 
Hamilton  County.  The  entire  county. 
Harrison  County.  The  entire  county. 
Hocking  County.  The  townships  of  Falls, 
Falls  Gore,  Green,  Marion,  Starr,  Ward,  and 
Washington;  and  the  city  of  Logan. 

Holmes  County.  The  entire  county. 
Jackson  County.  The  entire  coimty. 
Jefferson  County.  The  entire  county. 

-  Knox  County.  The  townships  of  Jefferson 
and  Union. 

Lake  County.  The  entire  county. 

Lawrence  County.  The  entire  county. 
Licking  County.  The  entire  county. 

Lorain  County.  The  townships  of  Am¬ 
herst,  Avon,  Avon  Lake,  Black  'River, 
Columbia,  Eaton,  El3rria,  Grafton,  RidgevUle, 
and  Sheffield;  and  cities  of  Amherst,  Elyria, 
Lorain,  and  Sheffleld. 

Lucas  County.  The  townships  of  Adams, 
Harding,  Monclova,  Oregon,  Ottawa  Hills, 
Richfield,  Spencer,  Springfield,  Swanton, 
Sylvanla,  and  Washington;  and  the  cities  of 
Maumee,  Oregon,  Sylvanla,  and  Toledo. 
Mahoning  County.  The  entire  county. 
Marion  County.  The  townships  of  Big  Is¬ 
land,  Claridon,  Marion,  and  Tully;  and  the 
city  of  Marion. 

Medina  County.  The  entire  county. 

Meigs  County.  The  entire  county. 

Monroe  County.  The  entire  coimty. 
Morgan  County.  The  entire  county. 
Muskingum  County.  The  entire  county. 
Noble  County.  The  entire  county. 

Perry  County.  The  entire  county. 

Portage  County.  The  entire  county. 

Preble  County.  The  township  of  Jefferson. 
,  Richland  County.  The  townships  of -Madi¬ 
son,  Mifflin,  Monroe,  Sandusky,  and  Sprii^- 
field;  and  the  city  of  Mansfield. 

Boss  County.  The  townships  of  Harrison, 
Jefferson,  Liberty,  Scioto,  and  Springfield, 
and  the  city  of  Chillioothe. 

Scioto  County.  The  townships  of  Bloom, 
Clay,  Green,  Harrison,  Porter,  Vernon,  and 
Washington;  and  the  cities  of  New  Boston 
and  Portsmouth. 

Stark  County.  The  entire  county. 

Summit  County.  The  entire  county. 
Trumbull  County.  The  entire  county. 
Tuscarawas  County.  The  entire  county. 
Vinton  County.  The  entire  coimty. 

Warren  County.  The  townships  of  Dear- 
field  and  Hamilton;  and  the  city  of  Love¬ 
land. 
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Washington  County.  'Rie  entire  coiinty. 
Wayne  County,  llie  entire  county. 

WooA  County.  Tlie  townships  of  Lake. 
Perrysburg,  Ross,  and  Roesford;  and  the  city 
of  Perrysburg. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(o)  Pennsylvania — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(p)  Rhode  Island — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(q)  South  Carolina — (1)  Generally  in¬ 
fested  aria. 

Aiken  County.  The  entire  county. 
Cherokee  County.  The  entire  county. 
Dillon  County.  The  entire  coiinty. 

Florence  County.  The  entire  co\inty. 
Greenville  County.  The  entire  county. 
Lexington  County.  The  entire  county. 
Marlboro  County.  The  entire  co\inty. 
Oconee  County.  The  entire  county. 
Pickens  County.  The  entire  county. 
Richland  County.  The  entire  county. 
Spartanburg  County.  The  entire  county. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(r)  Vermont — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 
The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(s)  Virginia — (1)  Generally  infested  area. 
The  entire  State. 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(t)  West  Virginia — (1)  Generally  infested 
area.  The  entire  State., 

(2)  Suppressive  area.  None. 

(Sec.  9,  37  Stat.  318,  sec.  106,  71  Stat.  33; 

7  UB.C.  162,  150ee.  Interprets  or  applies 
sec.  8,  87  Stat.  818,  as  amended;  7  n.S.C. 
161,  19  P.R.  74,  as  amended;  7  CFR  301.48-2) 

These  administrative  instructions  shall 
become  effective  June  10,  1964,  when 
they  shall  supersede  P.P.C.  637,  3d  revi¬ 
sion,  effective  May  1,  1963. 

The  purpose  of  this  revision  is  to  de¬ 
lete  from  the  regulated  area  Bibb, 
Macon,  and  Muscogee  Counties,  Georgia, 
and  to  add  to  the  Ohio  regulated  area 
two  townships  in  Fairfield  County,  seven 
townships  and  one  city  in  Hocking 
County,  four  townships  and  one  city  in 
Marion  Coimty,  and  a  single  township 
In  Preble  County.  Richmond  County, 
Georgia,  has  been  changed  from  a  sup¬ 
pressive  area  status  to  that  of  generally 
infested.  Additions  to  partially  regu¬ 
lated  counties  in  Ohio  comprise  four 
townships  and  one  city  in  Franklin 
County,  one  township  in  Knox  County,  as 
well  as  all  previously  unregulated  areas 
in  Licking  and  Perry  Counties. 

This  revision  must  be  made  effective 
promptly  in  order  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  regulations.  Accordingly, 
under  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) ,  it  is  found 
upon  good  cause  that  notice  and  other 
public  procedure  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  revision  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  effective 
date  thereof  less  than  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Fediral  Register. 

Done  at  Hyattsvllle,  Md.,  this  5th  day 
of  June  1964. 

[seal]  E.  D.  Burgess, 

Director, 

Plant  Pest  Control  DivisUm. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-6757;  FUed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:51  am.] 


Chapter  IX — ^Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLEH  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Expenses  and  Rates  of  Assessment 
for  1964-65  Season 

On  May  22,  1964,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (29  F.R.  6689)  regarding 
the  expenses  and  the  fixii^  of  the  rates 
of  assessment  for  the  1964-65  season  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  917,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  917),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  fresh  Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and 
Elberta  peaches  grown  in  the  State  of 
California.  This  regulatory  program  is 
effective  imder  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  TLS.C.  601-674) .  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  relevant  matters  pre¬ 
sented,  including  the  proposals  set  forth 
in  such  notice  which  were  submitted  by 
the  Control  Committee  (established  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order) ,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that: 

§  917.203  Expenses  and  rates  of  assess¬ 
ment  for  the  1964—65  season. 

(a)  Expenses.  The  expenses  likely  to 
be  incurred  by  the  Control  Committee 
during  the  1964-65  season  beginning 
March  1,  1964,  and  ending  February  28, 
1965,  both  dates  inclusive,  for  the 
maintenance  and  fimctioning  of  such 
committee  and  the  respective  commod¬ 
ity  committees,  established  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  aforesaid 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  are  as  follows: 

( 1 )  Bartlett  pears,  $19,477.97 ; 

(2)  Early  varieties  of  plums,  $20,- 
939.23; 

(3 )  Late  varieties  of  plums,  $20,939.22 ; 
and 

(4)  Elberta  peaches,  $13,481.58. 

(b)  Rates  of  assessment.  The  follow¬ 
ing  rates  of  assessment,  which  each  han¬ 
dler  shall  pay  in  accordance  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  the  respective  handler’s 
pro  rata  share  of  the  aforesaid  expenses: 

(1)  Eight  mills  ($0,008)  per  standard 
western  pear  box  of  Bsu*tlett  pears,  or  its 
equivalent  in  other  containers  or  in  bulk; 

(2)  Eight  mills  ($0,008)  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  early  varieties  of 
plums,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bulk; 

(3)  Eight  mills  ($0,008)  per  standard 
four-basket  crate  of  late  varieties  of 
plums,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bulk;  and 

(4)  Three  and  one-half  mills  ($0.0035) 
per  California'  peach  box  of  Elberta 
peaches,  or  its  equivalent  in  other  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bulk. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 


is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef- 
fective  date  hereof  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that  (1)  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  this  part  require  that 
the  rates  of  assessment  fixed  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  season  be  applicable  to  all  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  early  varieties  of  plums, 
late  varieties  of  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  from  the  beginning  of  such  sea¬ 
son;  and  (2)  the  current  season  began 
on  March  1, 1964,  and  the  rates  of  assess¬ 
ment  herein  fixed  will  automatically  ap¬ 
ply  to  all  Bartlett  pears,  early  varieties 
of  plums,  late  varieties  of  plums,  and  El¬ 
berta  peaches  beginning  with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  n.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  5,  1964.  ^ 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[PJl.  Doc.  64-6723;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(R^.  Docket  No.  3025;  Arndt.  1-5] 
SUBCHAPfER  A — DEFINITIONS  [NEW] 

part  1— definitions  [NEW] 

SUBCHAPTER  A — CIVIL  AIR  REGULATIONS 

PART  ia--AIRCRAFT  ENGINE 
AIRWORTHINESS 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  [NEW] 

PART  33— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS;  AIRCRAFT  ENGINES  [NEW] 

-Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  adds  Part  33  [New! 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
replace  the  airworthiness  requirements 
contained  in  Part  13  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  and  is  part  of  the  Agency 
recodification  program.  Part  33  [New! 
was  published  as  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  1,  1964  (29  F Jl.  15) .  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Part  1  [New!  is  being  amended  to 
add  definitions  of  “2*4  minute  power” 
and  “30  minute  power”  and  to  correct 
the  definition  of  “fire  resistant”. 

It  should  be  noted  that  at  this  time  no 
definite  effective  date  for  this  part  is 
stated.  The  procedural  requirements  of 
Part  13  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  are 
proposed  to  be  included  in  Part  21  [New] 
as  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  27,  1964  (29  FJl.  7000).  Part  33 
[New]  will  be  made  effective  on  the  same 
date  as  Part  21  [New]  is  made  effective. 
In  addition,  at  that  time  Part  13  will  be 
rescinded  in  its  entirety. 
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A  number  of  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  proposal,  both  as  a  result  of  com> 
ments  received  and  as  a  result  of  further 
review  by  the  Agency.  Some  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received  recommended  substantive 
changes  of  the  regulations.  Althoiigh 
some  of  the  recommendations  might, 
upon  further  study,  appear  to  be  meri¬ 
torious,  they  cannot  be  adopted  as  a 
part  of  the  recodification  program. 
However,  all  comments  of  this  nature 
will  be  preserved  and  considered  in  any 
later  substantive  revision  of  this  part. 

Several  comments  were  addressed  to 
the  disposition  of  the  procedural  re¬ 
quirements  of  Part  13.  As  previously 
Indicated,  these  requirements  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  included  in  Part  21  [New]. 
In  i>articular  it  should  be  noted  that  the 
"equivalent  level  of  safety”  provisions 
presently  contained  in  S  13.10  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  included  in  §  21.21  [New]. 

One  comment  requested  the  retention 
of  the  phrase  “as  well  as  aluminum  alloy” 
in  paragraph  (2)  of  the  definition  of 
"fire  resistant”.  As  indicated  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  to  the  NPRM  on  Part  33  [New], 
the  inclusion  of  this  phrase  in  the  Part 
1  [New]  definition  of  “fire  resistant” 
makes  this  definition  inconsistent  with 
the  present  definition  in  CAR  Part  3. 
Since  there  was  no  intention  to  make  a 
substantive  change  when  the  Part  1 
[New]  definition  was  enacted,  the  Agen¬ 
cy  feels  that  the  definition  in  Part  1 
[New]  should  be  restated  to  be  consistent 
with  the  definition  in  CAR  Part  3. 

Cmnments  received  questioned  the  sub¬ 
stitution  of  the  phrase  “with  a  propeller 
ordinarily  used  on  a  similar  engine”  in 
place  of  the  phrase  “with  a  representa¬ 
tive  propeller”  whenever  a  propeller  is 
required  for  an  engine  test  under  this 
part.  Since  the  iH:c4)06ed  language 
might  cause  some  confusion  and  might 
appear  to  be  a  substantive  change,  the 
Agency  is  returning  to  the  phrase  “with 
a  representative  propeller”. 

In  addition,  the  phrase  “when  prac¬ 
ticable”  has  been  added  to  S  33.87(c)  (7) 
to  make  that  section  consistent  with 
S  33.87(b)  (7)  and  with  the  present  re¬ 
quirements  of  Part  13.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  §  13.16(a).  originally  scheduled 
to  be  included  in  Part  21  [New]  have  been 
included  in  S  S  33.57  and  33.99. 

The  amendment  to  '§  13.254  relating 
to  2^2  minute  power  for  helicopter  tur¬ 
bine  engines  that  became  effective  April 
22, 1964  (29  PR.  5381)  has  been  included 
as  paragr^h  (d)  of  S  33.87  and  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  “2  Vi  minute  power”  is  being  added 
to  Part  1  [New]. 

Other  minor  changes  of  a  technical 
nature  have  been  made.  They  are  not 
substantive  and  do  not  impose  any  bur¬ 
den  on  regulated  persons. 

The  definitions,  abbreviations,  and 
rules  of  construction  contained  in  Part 
1  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  apply  to  Part  33  [New] . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  S  1.1 
of  Part  1 — ^Definitions  and  Abbreviations 
(New]  (14  CPR  Part  1  [New])  is 
amended  as  follows : 

1.  By  amending  the  definition  of  “fire 
resistant”  to  read  as  follows: 

“Fire  resistant — ” 


withstand  heat  at  least  as  well  as 
aluminum  alloy  in  dimensions  appro¬ 
priate  for  the  purpose  for  which  they  are 
used;  and 

(2)  With  respect  to  fiuid-canTing 
lines,  other  fiammable  fiuid  system  parts, 
wiring,  air  ducts,  fittings,  and  powerplant 
controls,  means  the  capacity  to  perform 
the  intended  functions  under  the  heat 
and  other  conditions  likely  to  occur  at 
the  place  concerned. 

2.  By  adding  a  definition  of  “30-min¬ 
ute  power”  reading  as  follows: 

“30-mlnute  power”,  with  respect  to  hel¬ 
icopter  turbine  engines,  means  the  maxi¬ 
mum  brake  horsepower,  developed  under 
static  conditions  at  specified  altitudes 
and  atmospheric  temperatures,  under  the 
maximum  conditions  of  rotor  shaft  rota¬ 
tional  speed  and  gas  temperature,  and 
limited  in  use  to  periods  of  not  over  30 
minutes  as  shown  on  the  engine  data 
sheet. 

3.  By  adding  a  defiinition  of  “2V4  r^n- 
ute  power”  reading  as  follows: 

“2V^  minute  power”,  with  respect  to 
helicopter  turbine  engines,  means  the 
brake  horsepower,  developed  statically 
in  standard  atmosphere  at  sea  level,  or 
at  a  specified  altitude,  for  one-engine- 
out  operation  of  multiengine  helicopters 
for  2V^  minutes  at  rotor  shaft  rotation 
speed  and  gas  temperature  established 
for  this  rating. 

In  addition.  Chapter  I  of  Title  14  is 
amended  by  adding  a  Part  33  [New] 
reading  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Effective  date.  As  previously  noted, 
this  amendment  does  not  contain  an 
effective  date  but  will  be  made  effective 
on  the  same  date  that  Part  21  [New] 
becomes  effective. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a).  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  n.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
3,  1964. 

N.  E.  Halabt, 
Administrator. 

PART  33— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS;  AIRCRAFT  ENGINES  [NEW! 

Subpart  A — General 

Sgc* 

33.1  Applicability. 

33.3  General. 

33.5  Instruction  manual. 

33.7  Ei)gine  operating  limitations. 

Swbpart  B— Design  and  Construction;  General 

33.11  Applicability. 

33.13  Design  features. 

33.15  Materials. 

33.17  Pire  prevention. 

83.19  IXurabillty. 

33  ill  Engine  cooling. 

88.23  Engine  motmting  attachments. 

33J25  Accessory  attachments. 

33.27  Turbine  rotors. 

Subpart  C — Design  and  Construction;  Ke^jprocot" 
big  Aircraft  Engines 

33.31  .^plicabllity. 

S8A3  Vibration. 

33.35  Fuel  and  induction  system. 

33.37  Ignition  system. 

33.39  Lubrication  system. 


Subpart  D— Block  Tests;  Reciprocating  Aircraft 
Engines 

Sgc«  ' 

33.41  AppUcabUlty. 

33.43  Vibration  test. 

33.46  Calibration  tests. 

33.47  Detonation  test. 

33.49  Endurance  test. 

33.51  Operation  test. 

33.53  Engine  component  tests. 

33.65  Teardown  inspection. 

33.57  General  conduct  of  block  tests. 

Subpart  E — Design  and  Corutruction;  Turbine 
Aircraft  Engines 

33.61  Applicability. 

33.63  Vibration. 

33.65 .  Surge  characteristics. 

33.67  '  Fuel  and  induction  system. 

33.69  Ignition  system. 

33.71  Lubrication  system. 

33.73  Power  or  thrust  response. 

Subpart  F — Block  Tests;  Turbine  Aircraft  Engines 

33.81  Applicability. 

33.83  Vibration  test. 

33.85  Calibration  tests. 

33.87  Eodmance  test. 

33.89  Operation  test. 

33.91  Engine  component  tests. 

33.93  Teardown  inspection. 

33.95  Engine-propeller  systems  tests. 

33.97  Thrust  reversers. 

33.99  General  conduct  of  block  tests. 

Authoritt:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  33 
[New]  issued  under  secs.  313(a).  601,  603, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968;  49  U.S.C.  1364 
(a) , 1421, 1423. 

Subpart  A — General 
§  33.1  Applicability. 

This  part  describes  airworthiness  re¬ 
quirements  for  issuing  tsrpe  certificates, 
supplemented  type  certificates,  and 
changes  to  those  certificates,  for  aircraft 
engines. 

§  33.3  General. 

Eeuih  applicant  must  show  that  the 
edrcraft  engine  concerned  meets  the  ap¬ 
plicable  requirements  of  this  part. 

§  33.5  Instmction  manual. 

Each  applicant  must  prepare  etnd 
make  available  an  approved  manual  or 
manuals  containing  instructions  for  in¬ 
stalling,  operating,  servicing,  and  main¬ 
taining  the  engine. 

§  33.7  Engine  operating  limitaticms. 

<  Engine  operating  limitations  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Administrator  are  based 
on  the  engine  operating  conditions  dem¬ 
onstrated  during  the  block  tests  re¬ 
quired  by  this  part  and  include  those 
relating  to  power,  speeds,  temperature, 
pressures,  fuels,  and  oils  which  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  necessary  for  safe 
operation  of  the  engine. 

Subpart  B — Design  and  Construction; 
General 

§  33.11  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  the  general 
design  and  construction  requirements 
for  reciprocating  and  turbine  aircraft 
engines. 

§  33.13  Design  features. 

The  engine  may  not  have  design  fea¬ 
tures  that  experience  has  shovm  to  be 
hazardous  or  unreliable.  The  stiitabil- 
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Ity  of  each  questionable  design  detail  or 
part  must  be  established  by  tests. 

§  33.15  Materials. 

The  suitability  and  durability  of  the 
materials  used  in  the  engine  must  be 
established  on  a  basis  of  experience  or 
tests.  Each  material  must  conform  to 
approved  specifications  to  ensure  that 
it  has  the  strength  and  other  properties 
assumed  in  the  design  data. 

§  33.17  Fire  prevention. 

(a)  The  design  and  construction  of  the 
engine  and  the  materials  used  must 
minimize  the  probability  of  the  occur¬ 
rence  and  spread  of  fire  because  of 
structural  failure,  overheating,  or  other 
causes. 

(b)  Each  external  line  or  fitting  that 
conveys  flammable  fluids  must  be  at 
least  fire  resistant.  Appropriate  design, 
shielding,  or  routing  must  minimize  the 
probability  of  a  fire  hazard,  caused  by 
the  deterioration  of  flammable  fluid  car¬ 
rying  lines,  from  heat,  vibration,  or  fluid 
pressure. 

§  33.19  Durability. 

Engine  design  and  construction  must 
minimize  the  development  of  an  unsafe 
condition  of  the  engine  between  overhaul 
periods.  The  design  of  the  compressor 
and  turbine  rotor  cases  must  provide  for 
the  containment  of  damage  from  rotor 
blade  failure. 

§  33.21  Engine  cooling. 

Engine  design  and  construction  must 
provide  the  necessary  cooling  under  con- 
'  ditions  in  which  the  airplane  is  expected 
to  operate. 

§  33.23  Engine  mounting  attachments. 

The  mounting  attachments  and  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  engine  must  have  enough 
strength,  when  the  engine  is  moimted  on 
an  aircraft,  to  withstand  the  loads  aris¬ 
ing  from  the  loading  conditions  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  airworthiness  parts  of  this 
subchapter  applicable  to  the  aircraft 
involved. 

§  33.25  Accessory  attachments. 

Each  accessory  drive  and  mounting  at¬ 
tachment  must  be  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  so  that  the  engine  will  operate 
properly  with  the  accesrories  attached. 
The  design  of  the  engine  must  allow  for 
the  examination,  adjustment  or  removal 
of  each  essential  engine  accessory. 

§  33.27  Turbine  rotors. 

To  minimize  the  probability  of  failure 
of  turbine  rotors — 

(a)  Turbine  rotors  must  be  demon¬ 
strated  to  be  of  enough  strength  to  with¬ 
stand  damage  inducing  factors  such  as 
those  that  might  result  from  abnormal 
rotor  speeds,  temperatures,  or  vibration; 
and 

(b)  The  design  and  functioning  of 
engine  control  devices,  syst^ns,  and  in¬ 
strumentation  must  give  reasonable  as¬ 
surance  that  those  engine  operatii^ 
limitations  that  affect  turbine  rotor 
structural  Integrity  will  not  be  exceeded 
in  service. 


Subpart  C — Design  and  Construction; 

Reciprocating  Aircraft  Engines 

§  33.31  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  additional  de¬ 
sign  and  construction  requirements  for 
reciprocating  aircraft  engines. 

§  33.33  Vibration. 

The  engine  must  be  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  to  fimction  throughout  its 
normal  operating  range  of  crankshaft 
rotational  speeds  and  engine  powers 
without  inducing  excessive  stress  in  any 
of  the  engine  parts  because  of  vibration 
and  without  imparting  excessive  vibra¬ 
tion  forces  to  the  aircraft  structure. 

§  33.35  Fuel  and  induction  system. 

(a)  The  fuel  system  of  the  ei^ihe 
must  be  designed  and  constructed  to 
supply  an  appropriate  mixture  of  fuel 
to  the  cylinders  throughout  the  complete 
operating  range  of  the  engine  under  all 
flight  and  atmospheric  conditions. 

(b)  The  intake  passages  of  the  eiufine 
through  which  air  or  fuel  in  combination 
with  air  passes  for  combustion  purposes 
must  be  designed  and  constructed  to 
minimize  the  danger  of  ice  accretion  in 
those  passages.  The  engine  must  be  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  to  permit  the  use 
of  a  means  for  ice  prevention. 

(c)  The  type  ^d  degree  of  fuel  filter¬ 
ing  necessary  for  protection  of  the  engine 
fuel  system  against  foreign  particles  in 
the  fuel  must  be  specified.  The  appli¬ 
cant  must  show  that  foreign  particles 
passing  through  the  prescribed  filtering 
means  will  not  critically  impair  engine 
fuel  system  fimctioning. 

(d)  Each  passage  in  the  induction  sys¬ 
tem  that  conducts  a  mixture  of  fuel  and 
air  must  be  self-draining,  to  prevent  a 
liquid  lock  in  the  cylinders,  in  all  atti¬ 
tudes  that  the  applicant  establishes  as 
those  the  engine  can  have  when  the  air¬ 
craft  in  which  it  is  installed  is  in  the 
static  ground  attitude. 

§*  33.37  Ignition  system. 

Each  spark  ignition  engine  must  have 
a  dual  Ignition  system  with  at  least  two 
spark  plugs  for  each  cylinder  and  two 
separate  electric  circuits  with  separate 
sources  of  electrical  energy,  or  have  an 
ignition  system  of  equivalent  in-flight 
reliability. 

§  33.39  Lubrication  system. 

(a)  The  lubrication  system  of  the  en¬ 
gine  must  be  designed  and  constructed 
so  that  it  will  function  properly  in  all 
flight  attitudes  and  atmospheric  condi¬ 
tions  in  which  the  airplane  is  expected  to 
operate.  In  wet  sump  engines,  this  re¬ 
quirement  must  be  met  when  only  one- 
half  of  the  maximum  lubricant  supply  is 
in  the  engine. 

(b)  The  lubrication  system  of  the  en¬ 
gine  must  be  designed  and  constructed 
to  allow  instedling  a  means  of  cooling 
the  lubricant. 

(cfrhe  crankcase  must  be  vented  to 
the  atmosphere  to  preclude  leakage  of 
oil  from  excessive  pressure  in  the  crank¬ 
case. 


Subpart  D-^lock  Tests;  Reciprocating 
Aircraft  Engines 
§  3.3.41  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  the  block  tests 
and  inspections  for  reciprocating  aircraft 
engines. 

§  33.43  Vibration  test. 

Each  engine  must  undergo  a  vibration 
survey  to  investigate  crankshaft  tor¬ 
sional  and  bending  vibration  charac¬ 
teristics  over  the  operational  range  of 
crankshift  rotational  speed  and  engine 
power  normally  used  in  flight  (including 
low-power  operation) ,  from  Idling  speed 
to  either  110  percent  of  the  desired  max¬ 
imum  continuous  speed  rating,  or  to  103 
percent  of  the  desired  takeoff  speed  rat¬ 
ing,  whichever  is  higher.  The  survey 
must  be  conducted  with  a  representative 
propeller.  If  any  critical  speed  is  found 
to  be  present  in  the  operating  range  of 
the  eh^ne,  it  must  be  eliminated  through 
design  change  before  making  the  endur¬ 
ance  test  specified  in  §  33.49,  or  the  en¬ 
durance  test  must  include  operation  un¬ 
der  the  most  adverse  vibration  condition 
for  a  long  enough  period  to  establish  the 
ability  of  the  engine  to  operate  without 
fatigue  failure. 

§  33.45  Calibration  tests. 

Each  engine  must  be  subjected  to  the 
calibration  tests  necessary  to  establish 
its  power  characteristics  and  the  condi¬ 
tions  for  the  endurance  test  specified  in 
§  33.49.  The  results  of  the  power  char¬ 
acteristics  calibration  tests  form  the  basis 
for  establishing  the  characteristics  of  the 
engine  over  its  entire  operating  range 
of  crankshift  rotational  speeds,  manifold 
pressures,  fuel/air  mixture  settings,  and 
altitudes.  Power  ratings  are  based  upon 
standard  atmospheric  conditions. 

§  33.47  Detcmation  test. 

Each  engine  must  be  tested  to  estab¬ 
lish  that  the  engine  can  function  with¬ 
out  detonation  throughout  its  range  of 
intended  conditions  of  operation. 

§  33.49  Endurance  test. 

(a)  General.  Each  engine  must  be 
subjected  to  an  endurance  test  (with  a 
representative  propeller)  that  includes 
a  total  of  150  hours  of  operation  and,  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  t3Tpe  and  contemplated 
use  of  the  engine,  consists  of  one  of  the 
series  of  runs  specified  in  paragraphs 
(b)  through  (d)  of  this  section,  as  appli¬ 
cable.  The  runs  must  be  performed  in 
the  periods  and  order  found  appro¬ 
priate  by  the  Administrator  for  the  spe¬ 
cific  engine.  During  the  endurance  test 
the ,  engine  power  and  the  crankshaft 
rotational  speed  must  be  controlled  with¬ 
in  ±:  3  percent  of  the  specified  values. 

(b)  Single-speed  engines.  For  engines 
not  incorporating  a  supercharger  and 
for  those  incorporating  a  single-speed 
supercharger,  each  applicant  must  make 
the  following  runs: 

(1)  A  30-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  five  minutes  at  takeoff 
power  and  speed,  and  five  minutes  at 
TtiH-Trinruim  best  economy  cruising  power 
or  maximum  recommended  cruising 
power. 
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(2)  A. 20-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  W  hour 
at  75  percent  maximuni  continuous  pow¬ 
er  and  91  percent  maximum  continuous 
speed. 

(3)  A  20-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  Va  hour 
at  70  percent  maximum  continuous 
power  and  89  percent  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  speed. 

(4)  A  20-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  %  hour 
at  65  percent  maximum  continuous  pow¬ 
er  and  87  percent  maxinmm  continuous 
speed. 

(5)  A  20-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  hour 
at  60  percent  maximum  continuous  pow¬ 
er  and  84.5  percent  maximum  continuous 
speed. 

(6)  A  20-hour  nm  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  Vz  hour 
at  50  percent  maximum  continuous 
power  and  79.5  percent  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  speed. 

(7)  A  20-hour  nm  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  2V^  hours  at  maximum 
continuous  power  and  speed,  and  2^ 
hours  at  maximum  best  economy  cruis¬ 
ing  power  or  at  maximum  recommended 
cruising  power. 

(c)  Two-speed  engines.  Each  engine 
incorporating  a  two-speed  supercharger 
must  undergo  the  following  runs: 

(1)  A  30-hour  run  cdhsisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
five  minutes  at  takeoff  power  and  speed, 
and  five  minutes  at  maximum  best  econ- 

,  omy  cruising  power  or  at  maximum 
recommended  cruising  power.  If  a 
takeoff  rating  is  desired  in  the  higher 
gear  ratio,  15  hours  of  the  30-hour  nm 
must  be  made  in  the  higher  gear  ratio 
in  alternate  periods  of  five  minutes  at 
the  observed  horsepower  obtainable  with 
the  takeoff  critical  altitude  manifold 
pressure  and  takeoff  speed,  and  five  min¬ 
utes  at  70  percent  high  ratio  maximum 
continuous  power  and  89  percent  high 
ratio  maximum  continuous  speed. 

(2)  A  15-hour  nm  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  hi  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
one  hour  at  maximum  continuous  power 
and  speed,  and  ^  hour  at  75  percent 
maximum  continuous  power  and  91  per¬ 
cent  maximum  continuous  speed. 

(3)  A  15-hour  nm  consisting  of  alter- 
•  nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of  one 

hour  at  maximum  continuous  power  and 
speed,  and  ^  hour  at  70  percent  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  power  and  89  percent 
maximum  continuous  speed. 

(4)  A  30-hour  run  in  the  higher  gear 
ratio  at  maximnnn  cmitinuous  power  and 
speed. 

(5)  A  five-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  five  minutes  in  each  of 
the  supercharger  gear  ratios.  The  first 
five  minutes  of  the  test  must  be  made  at 
normal  rated  speed  in  the  higher  gear 
ratio  and  the  observed  horsepower  ob¬ 
tainable  with  90  percent  of  the  normal 
rated  manifold  pressure  in  the  higher 
gear  ratio  imder  sea  level  conditions.  The 
condition  for  operation  for  the  alternate 


five  minutes  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  must 
be  that  obtained  by  shifting  to  the  lower 
gear  ratio  at  constant  speed. 

(6)  A  10-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
one  hour  at  maximum  continuous  power 
and  speed,  smd  one  hour  at  65  percent 
tnaximiim  continuous  power  and  87*  per¬ 
cent  maximum  continuous  q;>eed. 

(7)  A  10-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
one  hour  at  maximmn  continuous  power 
and  speed,  and  one  hour  at  60  percent 
maximum  continuous  power  and  84.5 
percent  maximum  continuous  speed. 

(8)  A  10-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
one  hour  at  maximum  continuous  power 
and  speed,  and  one  hour  at  50  percent 
maximum  continuous  power  and  79.5 
percent  maximum  continuous  speed. 

(9)  A  20-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  in  the  lower  gear  ratio  of 
two  hours  at  maximum  continuous  power 
and  speed,  and  two  hours  at  maximum 
best  economy  cruising  power  and  speed 
or  at  maximiun  reconunended  cruising 

‘  power. 

(10)  A  five-hour  run  in  the  lower  gear 
ratiuat  maximum  best  economy  cruising 
power  and  i^)eed  or  at  maximum  recom¬ 
mended  cruising  power  and  speed. 

Where  simulated  altitude  test  equip¬ 
ment  is  not  available  when  operating  in 
the  higher  gear  ratio,  the  runs  may  be 
made  at  the  observed'  horsepower  ob¬ 
tained  with  the  critical  altitude  manifold 
pressiue  or  specified  percen^^es  thereof, 
and  the  fuel-air  mixtiires  may  be  ad¬ 
justed  to  be  rich  enough  to  suppress 
detonation. 

(d)  Helicopter  engines.  To  be  eligible 
for  use  on  a  helicopter  each  engine  must 

either  comply  with  §  29 _  (present 

§  7.405(a) )  or  mpst  undergo  the  follow¬ 
ing  series  of  runs: 

(1)  A  35-hour  run  consisting  of  al¬ 
ternate  periods  of  30  minutes  each  at 
takeoff  power  and  speed,  and  at  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  power  and  speed. 

(2)  A  25-hour  nm  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  2V^  hours  each  at  maxi¬ 
miun  continuous  power  and  speed,  and 
at  70  percent  maximum  continuous 
power  at  maximum  continuous  speed. 

(3)  A  25-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  2^  hours  each  at  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  power  and  speed,  and  at 
70  percent  maximum  continuous  power 
at  80  to  90  percent  maximum  continuous 
speed. 

(4)  A  25-hour  run  consisting  of  alter¬ 
nate  periods  of  2^  hours  each  at  80  per¬ 
cent  maximum  continuous  power  at  take- 
'Off  speed,  and  at  80  percent  maximum 

continuous  power  at  80  to  90  percent 
maximum  continuous  speed. 

(5)  A  25-hour  run  consisting  of  al¬ 
ternate  periods  of  2^  hours  each  at  80 
percent  maximum  continuous  power  at 
takeoff  speed,  and  at  either  maximum 
continuous  power  at  110  percent  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  speed  or  at  takeoff 
power  at  103  percent  takeoff  speed, 
whichever  results  in  the  greater  speed. 

(6)  A  15-hour  run  at  lo8  percent 
maximum  continuous  power  and  105  per¬ 
cent  maximum  continuous  speed  or  at 
full  throttle  and  corresponding  speed  at 
standard  sea  level  carburetor  entrance 


pressure,  if  105  percent  of  the  maximum 
continuous  power  is  not  exceeded. 

§  33.51  Operation  test. 

The  operation  test  must  include  the 
testing  found  necessary  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  to  demonstrate  backfire  char¬ 
acteristics,  starting,  idling,  acceleration, 
overspeeding,  functioning  of  propeller 
and  ignition,  and  any  other  (^rational 
characteristic  of  the  engine.  If  the  en¬ 
gine  incorporates  a  multispeed  super¬ 
charger  drive,  the  design  and  construc¬ 
tion  must  allow  the  supercharger  to  be 
shifted  from  operation  at  the  lower  speed 
ratio  to  the  higher  and  the  power  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  manifold  pressure  and  speed 
settings  for  maximum  continuous  power 
at  the  higher  supercharger  speed  ratio 
must  be  obtainable  within  five  seconds. 

§  33.53  Engine  component  tests. 

(a)  For  each  engine  that  cannot  be 
Adequately  substantiated  by  endurance 
testing  in  accordance  with  §  33.49,  the 
iq)plicant  must  conduct  additional  tests 
tp  establish  that  components  are  able  to 
function  reliably  in  all  normally  antici¬ 
pated  fiight  and  atmospheric  conditions. 

(b)  Temperature  limits  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  each  component  that  requires 
temperature  controlling  provisions  in  the 
aircraft  installation  to  assure  satisfac¬ 
tory  functioning,  reliability,  and  durabil¬ 
ity. 

§  33.55  Teardown  inspection. 

After  completing  the  endurance  test 
the  engine  'must  be  completely  disassem¬ 
bled  and  a  detailed  inspection  made  of 
eaclLengine  part  to  check  for  fatigue  and 
wear. 

§  33.57  General  conduct  of  block  tests. 

■  (a)  The  applicant  may,  in  conducting 
the  block  tests,  use  s^arate  engines  of 
identical  design  and  construction  in  the 
vibration,  calibration,  detonation,  endur¬ 
ance,  and  operation  tests,  except  that,  if 
a  separate  engine  is  used  for  the  endur¬ 
ance  test  it  must  be  subjected  to  a  cali¬ 
bration  check  before  starting  the  endur¬ 
ance  test. 

(b)  The  applicant  may  service  and 
make  minor  repairs  to  the  engine  during 
the  block  tests.  If  ,uiajor  repairs  or  re¬ 
placement  of  parts  are  necessary  during 
the  tests  or  in  the  teardown  inspection, 
the  parts  in  question  must  be  subjected 
to  any  additional  tests  the  Administrator 
may  require. 

(c)  Each  applicant  must  furnish  all 
testing  facilities,  including  equipment 
and  competent  personnel,  to  conduct  the 
block  tests. 

Subpart  E — DesigA  and  Construction; 

Turbine  Aircraft  Engines 

§  33.61  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  additional  de¬ 
sign  and  construction  requir^nents  for 
tiubine  aircraft  engines. 

§  33.63  Vibration.  " 

Each  engine  must  be  designed  and 
constructed  to  function  throughout  its 
normal  operating  range  of  rotational 
speeds  and  engine  power  without  induc¬ 
ing  excessive  stress  in  any  engine  part 
because  of  vibration  and  without  im- 
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partiJig  excessive  vib»tion  forces  to  the 
aircraft  structure. 

§  33.65  Surge  chemctcristici* 

Ea<^  engine  must  be  free  oi  detrimen¬ 
tal  surge  throughout  its  operating  range 
in  the  minimum  ambient  air  temperature 
in  which  it  is  to  be  (^?erated. 

§  33.67  Fuel  and  induction  system. 

(a)  The  fuel  system  must  be  designed 
and  constructed  to  supply  an  appropriate 
mixture  of  fuel  to  the  combustion  cham¬ 
ber  throughout  the  complete  operating 
range  of  the  engine  under  all  flight  and 
atmospheric  conditions. 

(b)  Each  intake  passage  of  the  engine 
through  which  air,  or  fuel  in  combination 
with  air,  passes  for  combustion  purposes, 
must  be  designed  and  constructed  to 
minimize  the  danger  of  ice  accretion  in 
those  passages  and  to  allow  for  a  means 
of  Ice  prevention. 

(c)  Each  engine,  with  all  icing  protec¬ 
tion  systems  operating,  must  be  citable 
of  operation  throughout  the  flight  power 
range  without  the  accumulation  of  ice  on 
the  engine  components  that  adversely 
affects  engine  operation  or  that  causes  a 
serious  loss  of  power  or  thrust  in  continu¬ 
ous  Tna.Timiim  and  intermittent  maxi¬ 
mum  icing  conditions  as  defined  in 

§ _  (present  5  4b.l(b)  (7)  and 

(8) )  : 

(d)  The  tsrpe  and  d^ree  of  fuel  filter¬ 
ing  necessary  for  protection  of  the  engine 
fuel  system  against  foreign  particles  in 
the  fuel  must  be  specified.  The  applicant 
must  demonstrate  that  forei^  particles 
passing  through  the  specified  filtering 
means  do  not  critically  impair  engine 
fuel  system  functioning. 

(e)  If  air  Is  bled  from  the  compressor 
for  protection  of  the  engine  in  icing  con¬ 
ditions,  provision  must  be  made  for  posi¬ 
tive  indication  that  air  is  being  directed 
to  the  proper  passages. 

§  33.69  Ignition  system. 

Each  engine  must  be  equipped  with  an 
ignition  system  for  starting  the  engine 
on  the  ground  and  in  flight.  An  electric 
ignition  system  must  have  at  least  two 
igniters  and  two  separate  secondary  elec¬ 
tric  circuits. 

§  33.71  Lubrication  system. 

The  lubrication  system  must  be  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  to  function  prop¬ 
erly  in  all  flight  attitudes  and  atmos¬ 
pheric  conditions  in  which  the  airplane 
is  expected  to  operate. 

§  33.73  Power  or  thrust  response. 

The  design  and  ecmstruction  of  the 
engine  must  enable  an  increase,  tmder 
static  conditions,  from  flight  idle  power 
or  thrust  to  95  percent  of  takeoff  power 
or  thrust  in  not  over  five  seconds. 

Subpart  F — Block  Tests;  Turbine 
Aircraft  Engines 

§  33.81  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  the  block  tests 
and  inspections  for  turbine  engines. 
Unless  otherwise  applicable,  the  con¬ 
trolled  air  extraction  must  be  zero  dur¬ 
ing  all  tests. 


§;  33.83  Vibration  tmt. 

Ba^  engine  must  undergo  a  vibration 
survey  to  investigate  the  idlnation  char¬ 
acteristics  of  the  engine  over  the  opera¬ 
tional  range  ot  rotational  speed  and 
eigine  power.  If  critical  vibration  is 
found  in  the  (grating  range  of  the 
engine,  the  engine  design  must  be 
changed  to  eliminate  that  vibration  be¬ 
fore  making  the  endurance  test  specified 
in  S  33.87,  or  the  endurance  test  must 
include  operation  under  the  most  adverse 
vibration  condition  for  a  long  enough 
period  to  establish  the  ability  of  the 
engine  to  operate  without  fatigue  failure. 

§  33.85  Calibration  teats. 

(a)  Each  engine  must  be  subjected  to 
those  calibration  tests  necessary  to  es¬ 
tablish  its  power  characteristics  and  the 
conditions  for  the  endurance  test  speci¬ 
fied  §  33.87.  The  results  of  the  power 
characteristics  calibration  tests  form  the 
basis  for  establishing  the  characteristics 
of  the  engine  over  its  entire  operating 
range  of  speeds  pressures,  temperatures, 
and  altitudes.  Power  ratings  are  based 
upon  standard  atmospheric  conditions. 

(b)  Before  the  endurance  test  the 
power  control  must  be  adjusted  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  maximum  allowable  gas  tem¬ 
peratures  and  rotor  speeds  at  takeoff  op¬ 
erating  conditions.  The  adjustment  may 
not  be  changed  during  the  relevant  cali¬ 
bration  tests  and  the  relevant  runs  of 
the  endurance  test. 

§  33.87  Endurance  test. 

(a)  General.  Each  engine  must  be 
subjected  to  an  endurance  test  (with  a 
representative  propeller  if  the  engine  is 
designed  to  operate  with  a  propeller) 
that  must  include  a  total  of  150  hours  of 
operation,  consisting  of  25  periods  of  six 
hours  each  as  specified  in  either  para¬ 
graph  (b),  (c),  or  (d)  of  this  section. 
The  runs  must  be  made  in  the  order 
found  appropriate  by  the  Administrator 
for  the  specific  engine.  During  the  en¬ 
durance  test,  the  engine  power  and 
thrust  and  the  engine  rotational  speed 
may  not  be  less  than  100  percent  of  the 
specified  values,  except  that  substantiat¬ 
ing  evidence  must  be  submitted  if  the 
engine ''parameters  are  not  controlled 
within  this  limitation. 

(b)  Engines  other  than  certain  heli¬ 
copter  engines.  For  each  engine,  except 
a  helicopter  engine  for  which  a  rating  is 
desired  under  paragraph  (c)  or  (d)  of 
this  section,  the  applicant  must  conduct 
the  following  runs: 

(1)  Takeoff  and  idling.  One  hour  of 
alternate  five-minute  periods  at  takeoff 
power  and  thrust  and  at  idling  power  and 
thrust.  The  developed  powers  and 
thrusts  at  takeoff  and  idling -conditions 
and  their  corresponding  rotor  speed  and 
gas  temperature  conditions  must  be  as 
established  by  the  power  control  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  schedule  established 
by  the  manufacturer.  The  applicant 
may,  during  any  one  period,  manually 
control  the  rotor  speed,  power,  and 
thrust  while  taking  data  to  check  per¬ 
formance.  For  engines  with  augmented 
takeoff  ratings  that  involve  increases  in 
turbine  inlet  temperature,  rotor  speed, 
or  shaft  power,  this  period  of  running 
at  takeoff  must  be  at  the  augmented 


rating.  For  ^igines  with  augmented 
takeoff  ratings  that  do  not  materially 
increase  operating  severity,  ihe  amount 
of  running  conducted  at  the  augmented 
rating  is  determined  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor.  In  changing  the  power  setting  after 
each  period,  the  power-control  lever 
must  be  moved  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  subparagrai^  (5)  of  this  paragraph. 

(2)  Maximum  continuous  and  takeoff 
power  and  thrust.  Fifteen  periods  each 
of  30  minutes  duration  at  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  power  and  thrust  and  10  periods 
each  of  30  minutes  duration  at  takeoff 
power  and  thrust. 

(3)  Maximum  continuous  power  and 
thrust.  One  hour  and  30  minutes  at  the 
maximum  continuous  power  and  thrust. 

(4)  Incremental  cruise  power  and 
thrust.  1^70  hoiuvs  and  30  minutes  at 
the  successive  power  lever  positions  cor¬ 
responding  to  at  least  15  approximately 
equal  speed  and  time  increments  between 
maximum*  continuous  engine  rotational 
speed  and  ground  or  minimum  idle  ro¬ 
tational  speed.  For  engines  operating  at 
constant  speed,  the  thrust  and  power 
may  be  varied  in  place  of  speed.  If 
there  is  significant  peak  vibration  any¬ 
where  between  ground  idle  and  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  conditions,  the  number 
of  increments  chosen  may  be  changed 
to  increase  the  amount  of  running  made 
while  subject  to  the  peak  vibrations  up  to 
not  more  than  50  percent  of  the  total 
time  spent  in  incremental  running. 

t5)  Acceleration  and  deceleration 
runs.  30  minutes  of  accelerations  and 
decelerations,  consisting  of  six  cycles 
from  idling  power  and  thrust  to  takeoff 
power  and  thrust  and  maintained  at  the 
takeoff  power  lever  position  for  30  sec¬ 
onds  and  at  the  idling  power  lever  posi¬ 
tion  for  approximately  four  and  one-half 
minutes.  In  complying  with  this  sub- 
paragraph,  the  power-control  lever  must 
be  moved  from  one  extreme  position  to 
the  other  in  not  more  than  one  second, 
except  that,  if  different  regimes  of  con¬ 
trol  operations  are  incorporated  necessi¬ 
tating  scheduling  of  the  power-control 
lever  motion  in  going  from  one  extreme 
position  to  the  other,  a  longer  period  of 
time  is  acceptable,  but  not  more  than  two 
seconds. 

(6)  Starts.  One  hundred  starts  must 
be  made,  of  which  25  starts  must  be 
preceded  by  at  least  a  two-hour  engine 
shutdown.  There  must  be  at  least  10 
false  engine  starts,  pausing  for  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  specified  minimum  fuel  drain¬ 
age,  time,  before  attempting  a  normal 
start.  There  must  be  at  least  10  normal 
restarts  with  not‘  longer  than  15  min¬ 
utes  since  engine  shutdown.  The  re; 
maining  starts  may  be  made  after  com¬ 
pleting  the .  150  hours  of  endurance 
testing. 

(7)  Maximum  temperatures.  The 
limiting  maximum  hot  gas  and,  when 
practicable,  oil  inlet  temperatures  must 
be  substantiated  by  operation  at  these 
limits  during  all  the  takeoff  and  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  running  of  the  endur¬ 
ance  test,  except  where  the  test  periods 
are  not  longer  than  five  minutes  and  do 
not  always  allow  stabilization. 

(c)  Helicopter  engines  for  which  a  30- 
minute  power  rating  is  desired.  For 
each  helicopter  engine  for  which  a  30- 
minute  power  rating  is  desired  the  ap- 
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plicant  must  conduct  the  following  series 
of  tests: 

(1)  Takeoff  and  idling.  One  hour  of 
alternate  five-minute  periods  at  takeoff 
power  and  thrust  and  at  idling  power 
and  thrust.  The  developed  powers  and 
thrusts  at  takeoff  and  idling  conditions 
and  their  corresponding  rotor  speed  and 
gas  temperature  conditions  must  be  as 
established  by  the  power  control  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  schedule  established 
by  the  manufsMsturer.  During  any  one 
period  the  rotor  speed,  power,  and  thrust 
may  be  controlled  manually  while  tak¬ 
ing  date  to  check  performance.  -For  en¬ 
gines  with  augmented  takeoff  ratings 
that  involve  increases  in  turbine  inlet 
temperature,  rotor  speed,  or  shaft  power, 
this  period  of  running  at  rated  takeoff 
power  must  be  at  the  augmented  ratii^. 
In  changing  the  power  setting  after  each 
period,  the  power-control  lever  must  be 
moved  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  sub- 
paragraph  (5)  of  this  paragraph. 

(2)  30 -minute  power.  30  minutes  at 
30-minute  power  and  thrust. 

(3)  Maximum  continuous  power  and 
thrust.  Two  hours  at  the  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  power  and  thrust. 

(4)  Incremental  cruise  power  and 
thrust.  Two  hours  at  the  successive 
power-lever  positions  corresponding  with 
not  less  than  12  approximately  equal 
speed  and  time  increments  between  max¬ 
imum  continuous  engine  rotational  speed 
and  groimd  or  minimum  idle  rotational 
speed.  For  engines  operating  at  con¬ 
stant  speed,  the  thrust  and  power  may 
be  varied  in  place  of  speed.  If  there  are 
significant  peak  vibrations  ansrwhere  be¬ 
tween  ground  idle  and  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  conditions,  the  number  of  incre¬ 
ments  chosen  must  be  changed  to 
increase  the  amount  of  running  con¬ 
ducted  while  being  subjected  to  the  peak 
vibrations  up  to  not  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  time  spent  in  incre¬ 
mental  running. 

(5)  Acceleration  and  deceleration 
runs.  30  minutes  of  accelerations  and 
decelerations,  consisting  of  six  cycles 
from  idling  power  and  thrust  to  takeoff 
power  and  thrust  and  maintained  at  the 
takeoff  power  lever  position  for  30  sec¬ 
onds  and  at  the  idling  power  lever  posi¬ 
tion  for  wproximately  4%  minutes.  In 
compl3dng  with  this  subparagraph,  the 
power-control  lever  must  be  moved  from 
one  extreme  position  to  the  other  in  not 
more  than  one  second,  except  that,  if 
different  regimes  of  control  operations 
are  incorporated  necessitating  schedul¬ 
ing  of  the  power-control  lever  motion 
in  going  from  one  extreme  position  to  the 
other,  a  longer  period  of  time  is  accept¬ 
able,  but  not  more  than  two  seconds. 

(6)  Starts.  One  hundred  starts,  of 
which  25  starts  must  be  preceded  by  at 
least  a  two-hour  engine  shutdown. 
There  must  be  at  least  10  false  engine 
starts,  pausing  for  the  applicant’s  speci¬ 
fied  minimum  fuel  drainage  time,  before 
attempting  a  normal  start.  There  must 
be  at  least  10  normal  restarts  with  not 
longer  than  15  minutes  $ince  engine 
shutdown.  The  remaining  starts  may  be 
made  after  completing  the  150  hours  of 
endurance  testing. 

(7)  Maximum  temperatures.  The 
limiting  maximum  hot  gas  and,  when 
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practicable,  oil  inlet  temperatures  must 
be  substantiated  by  operation  at  these 
limits  during  all  the  takeoff  power,  30- 
minute  power,  and  maximum  continuous 
running  of  the  endurance  test  except 
where  the  test  periods  are  not  longer 
than  five  minutes  and  do  not  allow 
stabilization. 

(d)  Helicopter  engines  for  which  o  2  ^ 
minute  power  rating  is  desired.  For 
each  helicopter  engine  for  which  a  2i/4 
minute  power  rating  is  desired  the  appli¬ 
cant  must  conduct  the  following  series  of 
tests: 

(1)  One  hour  of  alternate  five- 
minute  periods  at  takeoff  power  and 
thrust  and  at  idling  power  and  thrust 
except  that,  during  the  third  and  sixth 
takeoff  power  periods,  only  2V^  minutes 
need  be  conducted  at  takeoff  power  and 
the  r^aining  2V^  minutes  must  be  con¬ 
ducted  at  2^4  minute  power.  The  de¬ 
veloped  powers  and  thrusts  at  takeoff, 
2^/4 'minute,  and  idling  conditions  and 
their  corresponding  rotor  ^>eed  and  gas 
temperature  conditions  must  be  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  power  control  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  schedule  established  by 
the  manufacturer.  The  applicant  may, 
dining  any  jone  period,  control  manually 
the  rotor  speed,  power,  and  thrust  while 
taking  data  to  check  performance.  For 
engines  with  augmented  takeoff  ratings 
that  involve  increases  in  turbine  inlet 
temperature,  rotor  speed,  or  shaft  power, 
this  period  of  running  at  rated  takeoff 
power  must  be  at  the  augmented  rating. 
In  changing  the  power  setting  after  or 
during  each  period,  the  power  control 
lever  must  be  moved  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraph  (5)  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(2)  The  tests  required  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  (2)  through  (6)  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(3)  Maximum  temperatures.  The 
limiting  maximum  hot  gas  and  oil  inlet 
temperatures  must  be  substantiated  by 
operation  at  these  limits  during  all  the 
takeoff,  2^  minute  power,  30-minute 
power,  and  maximum  continuous  run¬ 
ning  of  the  endurance  test,  except  where 
the  test  periods  are  not  longer  than  five 
minutes  and  do  not  allow  stabilization. 

§  33.89  Operaticm  test. 

The  operation  test  must  include  all 
testing  found  necessary  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  demonstrate  starting,  idling, 
acceleration,  overspeeding,  ignition, 
functioning  of  the  propeller  (if  the  en- 
gtee  is  designed  to  operate  with  a  pro¬ 
peller)  ,  and  any  other  operational 
characteristic  of  the  engine. 

§  33.91  Engine  component  tests. 

(a)  For  those  systems  that  cannot  be 
adequately  substantiated  by  endurance 
testing  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  33.87,  additional  tests  must  be  made 
to  establish  that  components  are  able 
to  function  reliably  in  all  normally  an¬ 
ticipated  fiight  and  atmospheric  condi¬ 
tions. 

(b)  Temperature  limits  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  those  components  that  re- 
qqire  temperature  controlling  provisions 
in  the  aircraft  installation  to  assure  sat¬ 
isfactory  functioning,  reliability,  and 
durability. 


§  33.93  Teardown  inspection. 

After  completing  the  endurance  test 
the  engine  must  be  completely  disassem¬ 
bled  and  a  detailed  inspection  made  of 
each  engine  part  to  check  for  fatigue 
and  wear. 

§  33.95  Engine-propeller  systems  tests. 

If  the  engine  is  designed  to  operate 
with  a  propeller,  the  following  tests 
must  be  made  with  a  representative 
propeller  installed  by  either  including 
the  tests  in  the  endurance  run  or  other¬ 
wise  performing  them  in  a  manner  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Administrator: 

(a)  Feathering  operation:  25  cycles. 

(b)  Negative  torque  and  thrust  system 
operation:  25  cycles  from  maximum 
continuous  power. 

(c)  Automatic  decoupler  operation:  25 
cycles  from  maximum  continuous  power 
(if  repeated  decoupling  and  recoupling 
in  service  is  the  intended  function  of 
the  device) . 

(d)  Reverse  thrust  operation:  175 
cycles  from  the  fiight-idle  position  to  full 
reverse  and  25  cycles  at  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  power  from  full  forward  to  full 
reverse  thrust.  At  the  end  of  each  cycle 
the  propeller  must  be  operated  in  reverse 
pitch  for  a  period  of  30  seconds  at  the 
maximum  rotational  speed  and  power 
specified  by  the  applicant  for  reverse 
pitch  operation. 

§  33.97  HiTiMt  reversers. 

(a)  If  the  engine  incorporates  a  re- 
verser,  the  endurance  calibration,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  vibration  tests  prescribed  in 
this  subpart  must  be  run  with  the  re- 
verser  installed.  In  compiling  with  this 
section,  the  power  control  lever  must 
be  moved  from  one  extreme  position  to 
the  other  in  not  more  than  one  second 
except,  if  regimes  of  control  operations 
are  incorporated  necessitating  schedul¬ 
ing  of  the  power-control  lever  motion  in 
going  from  one  extreme  position  to  the 
other,  a  longer  period  of  time  is  accept¬ 
able  but  not  more  than  three  seconds. 
In  addition,  the  test  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  must  be  made. 
This  test  may  be  scheduled  as  part  of 
the  endurance  run. 

(b)  175  reversals  must  be  made  from 
fiight-idle  forward  thrust  to  maximum 
reverse  thrust  and  25  reversals  must  be 
made  from  maximum  forward  to  maxi¬ 
mum  reverse  thrust.  After  each  reversal, 
the  reverser  must  be  operated  at  full  re¬ 
verse  thrust  for  a  period  of  one  minute, 
except  that,  in  the  case  of  a  reverser  in¬ 
tended  for  use  only  as  a  braking  means 
on  the  ground,  the  reverser  need  only  be 
operated  at  full  reverse  thrust  for  30 
seconds. 

§  33.99  General  conduct  of  block  tests. 

(a)  Each  applicant  may,  in  making  a 
block  test,  use  separate  engines  of  iden¬ 
tical  design  and  construction  in  the  vi¬ 
bration,  calibration,  endurance,  and  op¬ 
eration  tests,  except  that,-  if  a  separate 
engine  is  used  for  the  endurance  test 
it  must  be  subjected  to  a  calibration 
check  before  starting  the  endurance 
test. 

(b)  Each  applicant  may  service  and 
make  minor  repairs  to  the  engine  during 
the  block  tests.  If  major  repairs  or  re¬ 
placement  of  parts  are  found  necessary 
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during  the  tests  or  in  the  teardown  in¬ 
spection,  the  parts  in  question  must  be 
subiect^  to  any  additional  tests  the 
Administrator  finds  necessary. 

(c)  Each  applicant  must  furnish  all 
testing  facilities,  including  equipment 
and  competent  personnel,  to  conduct  the 
block  tests. 

DumuBtmoN  TAats  ’ 

Revised 

Former  section  section 

13.0  _ 38.1 

13.1  . . .  0) 

18.10—13.10  (except  1 18.16)..  Part  81  [New] 
13.16(b)  _ _  Surplusage 

18.16  (less  (a),  (b).  and  (d)).  83.7 

13.16  (a)  and  (d) ) _  33.57,33.00 

13.20  - - - Part46  [New] 

13.21  _ 33.5 

13.100  ((^ning  sentence) _ 33.31 

13.100(a)  _ 33.13 

13.100  (leas  opening  sentence  Obsolete 
and  (a) ) . 

13.101  33.15  ^ 

13.102  _ 33.17 

13.103  _ 33.33 

13.104  _ 33.10 

13.110  _ 33.35 

13.111  _ _ 33.37 

13.112  _ 33.30 

13.118  _ 33.21 

13.114  - 33J23 

13.115  . . 33.25 

13.116  . . .  33.27 

13.150  _ 33.41 

13.151  _ 33.43 

13.152  _ 33.45 

13.153  _ 33.47 

13.154  _ 33.40 

18.155  _ _ _ 33.51 

13.166  _ 33.63 

13.167  _ 33.66 

13.168  _ 33.67 

13.200  (opening  sentence) _ 33.61 

18.200(a)  - 33.13 

13.200  (less  opening  sentence  Obsolete 
and  (a) ) . 

13.201  _ 33.15 

13.202  _ 33.17 

13.203  _ 38.63 

13.204  _ 33.10 

13.205  _ 38.66 

13.210  _ 33.67 

13.211  _ 33.60 

18.212  _ 33.71 

13.213  _ 33.21 

13.214  _ 33.23 

13.216  _ 33.26 

13.216  _ _ _ 33.27 

13ill7  _ 33.73 

13.250  _ 33.81 

13.261  _ 33.83 

13.262  _ 33.85 

13.254  .  33.87 

18.266  -  83.80 

13.256  _ 83.01 

18.267  _ _ _ 33.03 

13.258  _ 33.00 

13.250  _ r _ 33.06 

13.260  . . . 33.07 

*  IWd.  to  Part  1  [New]  car  executed. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5726;  Filed,  June  0.  1064; 
8:M  ajn.] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  2005] 

SUBCHAPTER  A — CIVIL  AIR  REGULATIONS 

PART  14— AIRCRAFT  PROPELLER 
AIRWORTHINESS 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  INEWl 

PART  35— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS;  PROPELLERS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  adds  Part  35  [New] 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 


replace  the  airworthiness  requirem^ts 
contained  in  Part  14  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  and  is  part  of  the  Agency 
recodification  program.  Part  35  [New] 
was  imbUshed  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  12, 1963  (28  F.R.  13466) . 

During  the  life  of  the  recodification 
project.  Chapter  I  q[  Title  14  may  con¬ 
tain  more  than  one  part  bearing  the 
same  number.  To  differentiate  between 
the  two,  the  recodified  parts,  such  as  this 
one,  wiU  be  labeled ‘‘[New]”.  The  label 
will  of  course  be  dropped  at  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  project  as  all  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  will  be  new. 

It  should  be  noted  that  at  this  time 
we  are  not  assigning  an  effective  date  for 
Part  35  [New] .  The  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of  Part  14  of  the  Civil  Air  R^u- 
lations  are  proposed  to  be  included  in 
Part  21  [New]  as  published  in  the  FEOr 
ERAL  Register  on  May  27,  1964  (29  FJl. 
7000).  Action  will  be  taken  later  to 
make  Part  35  [New]  effective  on  the  same 
date  that  Part  21  [New]  is  made  effec¬ 
tive.  In  addition,  at  that  time  Part  14 
will  be  rescinded  in  its  entirety. 

A  number  of  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  proposal,  both  as  a  result  of  com¬ 
ments  received  and  as  a  result  of  further 
review  by  the  Agency.  The  reference  to 
“repair  and  overhaul”  in  proposed  §  35.3 
[New]  has  been  deleted  since  these  terms 
are  included  in  the  term  “maintenance” 
as  defined  in  Part  1  [New] . 

Section  35.11  has  been  amended  to  de¬ 
lete,  as  obsolete,  the  language  that 
limited  the  applicability  of  the  subpart 
to  propellers  “installed,  operated,  and 
maintained  in  accordance  with  the  in¬ 
struction  manual”.  Section  35.21  has 
been  clarified  by  including  the  provisions 
of  present  §  14.103-1.  The  requirements 
of  §  14.16(a) ,  originally  scheduled  to  be 
included  in  Part_21  [New],  have  been 
included  in  S  35.33.  In  addition,  the 
substance  of  §  14.16(c)  has  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  §  35.5. 

Other  minor  changes  of  a  technical 
nature  have  been  made.  They  are  not 
substantive  and  do  not  impose  any  bur¬ 
den  on  regulated  persons. 

The  definitions,  abbreviations,  and 
niles  of  construction  contained  in  Part 
1  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  R^ula- 
tions  apply  to  Part  35  [New] . 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJS.C.  1354(a) ,  1421,  and  1423) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
CHiapter  I  of  Title  14  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  Part  35  [New]  reading  as  herein¬ 
after  set  f  (Hi;h. 

Effective  date.  As  previously  noted 
this  amendment  does  not  contain  an  ef¬ 
fective  date  but  wiU  be  made  effective  on 
the  same  date  that  Part  21  [New]  be¬ 
comes  effective. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
3, 1964. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 

Administrator. 


PART  35— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND- 
ARDS;  PROPELLERS  [NEW] 

Subporl  A— 0«n«ral 

Sec. 

35.1  ApplicabiUty. 

35.3  Instruction  manual. 

35.5  Propeller  operating  limitations. 

Subport  B— hetign  and  ContHvctlon 
36.11  Applicability. 

35.13  General. 

85.16  Design  features. 

35.17  Materials. 

35.10  DurablUty. 

36  gl  Reversible  propellers. 

Subpart  C — ^Tests  and  Inspections 

35.31  AppUcabllity. 

35.33  General. 

35.35  Centrifugal  load  test. 

3537  Vibration  test. 

3530  Endurance  test. 

35.41  Functional  test. 

85.43  Special  tests. 

35.45  Teardown  in^>ection. 

35.47  PropeUer  adjustments  and  parts  re< 
placements. 

Authobitt:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  35 
[New]  issued  under  secs.  313(a).  601,  603, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1068;  40  US.C.  1354 
(a) , 1421, 1423. 

Suhpart  A — Gonoral 
§  35.1  Applicability. 

This  part  prescribes  airworthiness  re¬ 
quirements  for  issuing  type  certificates, 
supplemental  type  certificates,  and 
changes  to  those  certificates,  for  propel¬ 
lers. 

§  35.3  Instructimi  manual. 

Each  applicant  must  prepare  and  make 
available  an  approved  manual  or  manuals 
containing  instructions  for  installing,  op¬ 
erating,  servicing,  and  maintaining  the 
propeller. 

§  35.5  Propeller  operating  limitations. 

Propeller  operating  limitations  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Administrator  are  based  on 
the  propeller  operating  conditions  dem¬ 
onstrated  during  the  tests  required  by 
this  part. 

Subpart  B— Design  and  Construction 

§  35.11  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  the  design  and 
construction  requirements  for  propellers. 

§  35.13  General. 

Each  applicant  niust  show  that  the  pro¬ 
peller  concerned  meets  the  design  and 
construction  reqifirements  of  this  sub¬ 
part.  ’ 

§  35.15  Design  features. 

The  propeller  may  not  have  design  fea¬ 
tures  that  experience  has  shown  to  be 
hazardous  or  unreliable.  The  suitability 
of  each  questionable  design  detail  or  part 
must  be  established  by  tests. 

§  35.17  Materials. 

The  suitability  and  durability  of  the 
materials  used  in  the  prt^Uer  must  be 
established  on  a  basis  of  experience  or 
tests.  Each  material  must  conform  to 
approved  specifications  to  ensure  that  it 
has  the  strength  and  other  properties 
assumed  in  the  design  data. 
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§  35.19  Durability. 

Each  part  of  the  propeller  must  be 
design^  and  constructed  to  minimize 
the  development  of  any  unsafe  condition 
of  the  propeller  between  overhaul  periods. 

§35.21  Reversible  propellers. 

A  reversible  propeller  must  be  adapt¬ 
able  for  use  with  a  reversing  system  in  an 
airplane  so  that  no  single  failure  or  mal¬ 
function  in  that  system  during  normal 
or  emergency  operation  will  result  in 
unwanted  travel  of  the  propeller  blades 
to  a  position  substantially  belo^  the 
normal  flight  low-pitch  stop.  Failure 
of  structural  elements  need  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  if  the  occurrence  of  such  a  failure 
is  expected  to  be  extremely  remote.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  section  the  term  “re¬ 
versing  system”  means  that  part  of  the 
complete  reversing  system  that  is  in  the 
propeller  itself  and  those  other  parts 
that  are  supplied  by  the  applicant  for  in¬ 
stallation  in  the  aircraft. 

Subpart  C — ^Tests  and  Inspections 
§  35.31  Applicability. 

This  ^bpart  prescribes  the  tests  and 
inspections  for  propellers  and  their  es¬ 
sential  accessories. 

§  35.33  General. 

(a)  Each  applicant  must  show  that 
the  propeller  concerned  and  its  essential 
accessories  complete  the  tests  and  in¬ 
spections  of  this  subpart  without  evi¬ 
dence  of  failure  or  malfunction. 

(b)  Each  i4)Plicant  must  furnish  test¬ 
ing  facilities,  including  equipment,  and 
competent  personnel,  to  conduct  the  re¬ 
quire  tests. 

§  35.35  Cmtrifugal  load  test. 

The  hub  and  blade  retention  arrange¬ 
ment  of  propellers  with  detachable 
blades  must  be  subjected  to  a  centrifugal 
load  of  twice  the  centrifugal  force  to 
which  the  propeller  is  to  be  subjected 
in  normal  operation.  This  may  be  done 
by  either  a  one-hour  whirl  test  or  a 
static  pull  test. 

§  35.37  Vibration  test. 

Each  propeller  with  metal  blades  or 
metal  hubs  (or  both)  must  imdergo  a 
vibration  test  that  establishes  the  level 
of  vibratory  stresses  in  the  blade  or  hub 
(or  both)  when  the  propeller  is  operated 
under  all  conditions  of  rotational  speed 
and  engine  power  that  are  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  propeller.  The  test  must 
be  made  on  the  same  or  equivalent  en¬ 
gine  and  the  test  stand  configuration  on 
which  the  endurance  tests  are 
conducted. 

§  35.39  Endurance  test. 

(a)  Fixed-pitch  wood  propellers. 
Fixed-pitch  wood  propellers  must  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  one  of  the  following  tests: 

(1)  A  10-hour  endurance  block  test 
on  an  engine  with  a  propeller  of  the 
greatest  pitch  and  diameter  for  which 
certification  is  sought  at  the  rated  ro¬ 
tational  ^leed. 

(2)  A  50-hour  flight  test  in  level  flight 
or  in  climb.  At  least  five  hours  of  this 
flight  test  must  be  with  the  propeller 
operated  at  the  rated  rotational  speed. 


and  the  remainder  of  the  50  hours  must 
be  with  the  propeller  operated  at  hot 
less  than  90  peromit  of  the  rated  rota¬ 
tional  speed. 

(3)  A  50-hour  endurance  block  test  on 
an  engine  at  the  power  and  pr(H}eller  ro¬ 
tational  speed  for  which  certification  is 
sought. 

(b)  Fixed-pitch  metal  propellers  and 
ground  adjustable-pitch  propellers. 
Each  fixed-pitch  metal  propeller  or 
ground  adjustable-pitch  propeller  must 
be  subjected  to  the  test  prescribed  in 
either  paragraph  (a)  (2)  or  (a)  (3)  of 
this  section. 

(c)  Variable-pitch  propellers.  Each 
variable-pitch  propeller  (a  propeller  the 
pitch  setting  of  which  can  be  changed 
by  the  flight  crew  or  by  automatic  means 
while  the  propeller  is  rotating)  must  be 
subjected  to  one  of  the  following  tests: 

(1)  A  100-hour  test  on  an  engine  with 
the  same  power  and  rotational  speed 
characteristics  'as  the  engine  or  engines 
with  which  the  propeller  is  to  be  used. 
Each  test  must  be  made  at  the  nuaimum 
continuous  rotational  speed  and  power 
rating  of  the  propeller,  except  that,  in 
the  evmit  a  rotational  speed  and  power 
condition  is  foimd  to  be  critical  on  the 
basis  of  the  vibration  test  prescribed  in 
§  35.37,  part  of  the  test  must  be  made  at 
the  critical  rotational  speed  and  power 
condition  for  a  period  (not  over  50 
hours)  prescribed  by  the  Administrator. 
If  a  takeoff  rating  greater  than  the  maxi¬ 
mum  continuous  rating  is  to  be  estab¬ 
lished,  an  additional  10-hour  block  test 
must  be  made  at  the  maximum  power 
and  rotational  i^;>eed  for  the  takeoff 
rating. 

(2)  Operation  of  the  propeller  through¬ 
out  the  engine  endurance  tests  prescribed 
in  Part  33  [New]  of  this  subchaiiter. 

§  35.41  Functional  test. 

(a)  Each  variable-pitch  propeller 
must  be  subjected  to  the  applicable 
functional  tests  of  this  section.  The 
same  propeller  tised  in  the  endurance 
test  must  be  used  in  the  functional  tests 
and  must  be  driven  by  an  engine  on  a 
test  stand  or  on  an  aircraft. 

(b)  Manually  controllable  propellers. 
500  ccnnplete  cycles  of  control  must  be 
made  throughout  the  pitch  and  rota¬ 
tional  speed  ranges. 

(c)  AutomatieaUy  controllable  pro¬ 
pellers.  1,500  complete  cycles  of  control 
must  be  made  throughout  the  pitch  and 
rotational  speed  ranges. 

(d)  Feathering  propellers.  50  cycles 
of  feathering  operation  must  be  made. 

(e)  Reversible-pitch  propellers.  200 
complete  cycles  of  control  must  be  made 
from  the  lowest  normal  pitch  to  the 
maximum  reverse  pitch. 

§  35.43  Special  tests. 

The  Administrator  may  require  any 
additional  tests  he  finds  necessary  to  sub¬ 
stantiate  the  use  of  any  unconventional 
features  of  design,  material,  or  construc¬ 
tion. 

§  35.45  Teardown  inspection. 

(a)  After  completing  the  tests  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  subpart,  the  propeller 
must  be  completely  disassembled  and  a 
detailed  inspection  must  be  made  of  the 


propeller  parts  for  fatigue,  wear,  and 
distortion. 

(b)  After  the  inspection  the  applicant 
must  make  any  changes  to  the  design  or 
any  additional  tests  that  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  finds  necessary  to  establish  the  air¬ 
worthiness  of  toe  propeller. 

§  35.47  Propeller  adjustments  and  parts 
replacements. 

The  applicant  may  service  and  make 
minor  repairs  to  toe  propeller  during  the 
tests.  If  major  repairs  or  replacement 
of  parts  are  found  necessary  during  the 
tests  or  in  toe  teardown  inspection,  the 
parts  in  question  must  be  subject^  to 
any  additional  tests  the  Administrator 
finds  necessary. 
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Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  D— AIRPORT  REGULATIONS 

PART  551—4)1  SERIES  TECHNICAL 
STANDARD  ORDERS 

Recision  of  Part 

Draft  Release  61-25  published  in  toe 
Federal  Register  on  November  15,  1961 
(26  F.R.  10698),  outlined  toe  objectives 
of  this  Agency’s  recodification  program. 
As  part  of  this  program  material  of  a 
nonregulatory  nature  presently  con¬ 
tained  in  toe  Agency’s  regulations  is 
being  elimUiated.  Accordingly,  this 
amendment  rescinds  Part  551  of  Title  14 
of  toe  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Part  551 — ^N  Series  Technical  Standard 
Orders  contains  Agency  policies  concern¬ 
ing  toe  design,  installation,  development, 
procurement,  establishment,  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  air  navigation  facilities  that 
govern  Agency  personnel  in  making 
recommendations  to  the  public  and  in 
approving  the  use  of  Federal  funds  for 
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those  purposes.  This  part  I4>plie8  to 
Agency  personnel  only  and  is  not  bind¬ 
ing  on  any  member  of  the  public. 

As  this  amendment  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person  but  simply 
deletes  nonregulatory  policy  material, 
compliance  with  the  notice,  public  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  effective  date  provisions  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  un¬ 
necessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  effective  June 
15,  1964,  Chapter  m  of  Title  14  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  deleting  Part  551. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1101  through  1119) . 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  Jime 
3, 1964. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5728;  PUed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.) 


Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  8085] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Country  Tweeds,  Inc.,  and  Marcus 
Weisman 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.20  Comparative  data  or 
merits;  S  13.175  Quality  of  product  or 
service;  §  13.265  Tests  and  investigations. 
Subpart-^Fumishing  means  and  instru¬ 
mentalities  of  misrepresentation  or  de¬ 
ception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception. 

(Sec.  6,  88  Stat.  721;  15  UA.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
UB.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  ord^.  Coun¬ 
try  Tweeds,  Inc.,  et  al..  New  York,  N.Y., 
Docket  8085,  May  21.  1964]  • 

In  the  Matter  of  Country  Tweeds,  Inc., 

a  Corporation,  and  Marcus  Weisman, 

Individually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 

Corporation 

Order  narrowing  original  desist  order 
of  Nov.  29.  1962,  by  deleting  paragraph 
four  which  required  New  Yofk  City  man¬ 
ufacturers  of  ladies’  cashmere  coats — 
prohibited  from  misrepresenting  the  re¬ 
sults  of  tests  of  the  fabrics  therein — 
also  to  cease  “Misrepresenting  in  any 
manner  the  quality  of  cashmere  or  other 
fabric  in  their  merchandise’’,  as  directed 
by  the  Second  Circuit  in  its  order  of 
Jan.  3,  1964,  326  F.  2d  144. 

The  order  of  Nov.  29. 1962  is  now  modi¬ 
fied  to  resul  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents.  Coun¬ 
try  Tweeds.  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  and  Marcus  Weisman,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  respondents’  agents,  represent¬ 
atives  and  employees,  directly  or  through 
any  corporate  or  other  device,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale 
or  distribution  of  ladies’  cashmere  coats 


or  any  other  nwrchandise,  composed  of 
fabrics  of- any  kind,  or  products  made 
therefrom,  in  commerce,  as  “commerce’* 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

a.  niat  a  comparative  test  of  a  fabric 
in  respondents’  merchandise  with  an¬ 
other  fabric  shows  that  respondents’ 
fabric  is  the  best  quality  produced  or  on 
the  maiicet  when  the  test  does  not  so 
show. 

b.  That  an  altered  report  of  a  test, 
comparative  or  otherwise,  is  a  true  and 
complete  copy  or  reproduction  of  the 
report  of  such  test. 

2.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner,  by 
means  of  a  test,  comparative  or  other¬ 
wise,  the  quality  of  any  merchandise  of¬ 
fered  for  sale,  sold  or  distributed  by 
respondents  or  the  quality  of  the  fabric 
in  such  merchandise. 

3.  Misrepresenting  the  results  of  a  test, 
compstraUve  or  otherwise,  involving 
fabrics  in  their  merchandise  by  idtering 
the  report  of  the  test. 

4.  Fumishfng  means  and  instrumen¬ 
talities  to  others  whereby  they  may  mis¬ 
lead  the  public  as  to  any  of  the  matters 
and  things  set  out  above. 

Issued:  May  21,  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5712;  FUed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:45  ajn.] 

[Docket  C-746] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Roy  Weaving  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 
13.1108-^0  Federal  ’Trade  Commission 
Act.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabel¬ 
ing:  S  13.1185  Composition:  13.1185-90 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  mat^ial  disclosure:  §  13.1845  Com¬ 
position:  13.1845-80  Wool  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act;  §  13.1900  Source  or  origin: 
13.1900-90  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act; 
13.1900-90  (a)  Maker. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  UB.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  6.  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended, 
secs.  2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  UB.C.  45, 
68)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Roy  Weaving 
Company,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  Docket 
C-746,  May  2t).  1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Roy  Weaving  Company, 
Inc.,  Perth  Woolen  Company,  Inc., 
Weldon  Woolens  Inc.,  corporations, 
and  Emanuel  Seideman  and  Bella 
Seideman,  Individually  and  as  Officers 
of  Said  Corporation  ^ 

Consent  order  requiring  Brookl3m, 
N.y.,  msuiufacturers  to  cease  violating 
the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  by  such 
practices  as  labeling  as  “100%  all  wool’’, 
piece  goods  which  contained  a  substan¬ 
tial  quantity  of  other  fibers,  and  faffing 
to  show  on  labels  the  registered  identi¬ 
fication  number  of  the  manufacturer  and 
the  true  generic  names  of  fibers  present 
in  a  fabric  as  well  as  the  percentage 


thereof;  and  to  cease  violating  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Cwnmission  Act  by  state¬ 
ments  on  invoices  and  shipping  memo¬ 
randa  which  falsely  represented  the  dif  - 
ferent  fibers  and  quantities  thereof 
present  in  certain  fabrics. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  in¬ 
cluding  further  order  requiring  report 
of  compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Respondents  Roy 
Weaving  Company,  Inc.,  Perth  Woolen 
Company,  Inc.  and  Weldon  Woolens  Inc., 
corporations,  and  their  officers,  and 
Emanuel  Seld^an  and  Bella  Seideman, 
individually  knd  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
porations,  their  agents,  representatives 
and*  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  o^er  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction  or  manufacture  for 
introduction  into  conunerce,  or  the  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale,  transportation,  distri¬ 
bution  or  delivery  for  shipment  in  com¬ 
merce,  Off  wool  fabrics  or  other  wool  prod¬ 
ucts,  as '“commerce’’  and  “wool  product” 
are  defined  in  the  Wool  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act  of  1939,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

Misbranding  of  such  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling  or  otherwise  identi¬ 
fying  such  products  as  to  the  character 
or  amount  of  the  constitutent  fibers  in¬ 
cluded  therein. 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to,  or  place 
on,  each  sudh  product  a  stamp,  tag, 
label  or  other  means  of  identification 
showing  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  man¬ 
ner  each  element  of  information  required 
to  be  disclosed  by  section  4(a)  (2)  of  the 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  Roy  Weaving  Company,  Inc.,  Perth 
Woolen  Company,  Inc.,  and  Weldon 
Woolens  Inc.,  corporations,  and  their 
officers,  and  Eknanuel  Seideman  and 
Bella  Seidemhn,  individually  and  as  offi¬ 
cers  of  said  corporations,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  cuiy  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution 
of  fabrics  or  other  products,  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce’’  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commisison  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from  misrepresent¬ 
ing  the  ctuu*acter  or  amount  of  constitu¬ 
ent  fibers  contained  in  such  products  on 
invoices  or  shipping  memoranda  appli¬ 
cable  thereto,  or  in  any  other  manner. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this  or¬ 
der,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner 
and  form  in  which  they  have  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  May  20^  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5713;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 

PART  152— HOSIERY  INDUSTRY 

Deceptive  Price  Representations 

On  March  27, 1964,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  3815) 
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a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  con¬ 
cerning  the  revision  (rf  §  152.7  Deceptive 
price  representations  of  the  Trade  Prac¬ 
tice  Rules  for  the  Hosiery  Industry.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  invited  to  submit 
views,  suggestions,  objections,  or  other 
information.  On  or  before  April  30,  1964. 

Upon  conidderation  of  all  the  relevant 
matters  and  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
5  and  6  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  45-46 
and  provisions  of  Part  1,  Subpart  P,  of 
the  Commission’s  procedures  and  rules  of 
practice  (Jtdy  11,  1963) ,  the  Commission 
orders  that  S  152.7  be  and  it  hereby  is, 
amended  as  follows: 

§  152.7  Deceptive  price  representations. 

Members  of  the  industry  shall  not  rep¬ 
resent  directly  or  indirectly  in  advertis¬ 
ing  or  otherwise  that  an  industry  product 
may  be  purchased  for  a  specified  price,  or 
at  a  saving,  or  at  a  reduced  price,  when 
such  is  not  the  fact;  or  otherwise  deceive 
purchasers  or  prospective  purchasers 
with  respect  to  the  price  of  any  product 
offered  for  sale;  or  furnish  any  means 
or  Instrumentality  by  which  others  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  industry  products 
may  make  any  such  representaHon. 

Note:  On  December  20.  1063,  the  Coxnmis- 
slon  adopted  Ouldes  Against  Deceptive  Pric¬ 
ing  which  became  effective  on  January  8, 1964 
and  which  supersede  the  Guides  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  as  adopted  October  2.  1958.  The  1964 
Guides  appear  in  the  January  8,  1964  issue 
of  the  Fedehaz.  BBcisnst  on  pages  178-180  and 
are  set  forth  as  an  appendix  to  the  rules  in 
this  part.  Copies  of  the  Guides  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  upon  request. 

[Rule  7] 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  {q>ply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
US.C.  46) 

Approved:  June  1,  1964. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-6741;  Piled,  June  9,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


tion  with  erythromycin  thiocyanate  for 
the  prevention  and  control  of  coccidiosis 
and  for  growth  promotion  and  feed  ef¬ 
ficiency.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat. 
1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)  (1) ) ,  and  under  the 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90;  29  FH.  471), 


the  food  additive  regulations  are  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

§  121.207  [Amended] 

1.  m  §  121.207  Zoalene  (21  CFR  121.- 
207;  28  FH.  4295,  8310)  para^mph  (c)  is 
amended  by  adding  to  the  table  new  items 
designated  "2].’’  and  “3j.”  respectively. 
As  amended,  the  affected  portions  of  the 
table  read  as  follows: 


ZoAtXNE  IN  Complete  Feed  fob  Cbickenb  and  Tdbkets 


Principal 

ingredient 

Grams 
per  ton 

Combined 

with— 

Grams 

pert<Hi 

Limitations 

Indications  for  use 

2  •  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  «  -  • 

«  •  • 

•  #  • 

•  •  * 

].  Zoalene . 

113.6 

Erythromycin  „ 

4.6-1R6 

For  broiler  chickens;  as 
erythromycin  thiocya¬ 
nate. 

Growth  promotion  and 
feed  efficiency. 

3.  •  •  • 

•  «  • 

•  *  • 

e  •  • 

*  #  • 

•  •  • 

j.  Zoalene . 

i 

36.3-113.6 

Erythromycin. . 

4. 6-18. 6 

For  replacement  chickens; 
as  er^hromycln  thiocya¬ 
nate. 

Growth  promotion  and 
feed  efficiency. 

§  121.225  [Amended] 

2.  Section  121.225  Antibiotics  for 
growth  promotion  and  feed  efficiency  is 
amended  as  follows : 

a.  Paragr{u>hs  (b)  (3)  (v) ,  (c)  (3)  (vi) , 
(d)  (3)  (V) ,  and  (g)  (3)  (v)  are  each 
amended  by  changing  the  cross-reference 
“  (a)  (3)  (V)  ”  to  read  “(a)  (3)  (vi)  ”. 

b.  Paragraph  (e)  (3)  (iii)  is  amended 
by  chmiging  the  cross-reference  “(a)  (3) 
(vi)  ”  to  read  “(a)  (3)  (vii) 

c.  A  new  paragraph  (j)  is  added  as 
follows: 

(j)  Erythromycin.  Erythromycin,  as 
follows: 

( 1  l^Ersrthromycin  is  the  antibiotic 
substance  produced  by  the  growth  of 
Streptomyces  erythreus,  or  the  same 
antibiotic  substance  produced'  by  any 
other  means. 

(2)  The  quantities  of  the  antibiotic  in 
this  paragraph  refer  to  the  activities 
equivalent  to  those  of  the  appropriate 
standard. 

(3)  It  is  used  or  intended  for  use  in  the 
feed  of  chickens,  as  Uie  thiocyanate  salt, 
in  an  amoimt  not  less  than  4.6  grams  nor 
more  than  18.5  grams  per  ton  of  finished 
feed. 


time  within  30  days  frcnn  the  date  of 
its  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  affec¬ 
ted  by  the  order  and  specify  with  partic¬ 
ularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  l^al^  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be 
accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  All  documents  shall 
be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c>  (1),  (4),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)  (1),  (4)) 

Dated:  June  1, 1964. 

Oeo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  8— FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Animal  Feed  or  Animal-Feed 
Supplements 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Zoalene;  Erythromycin  Thiocyanate 

A.  The  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs,  having  evaluated  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  a  petition  (FAP  1054)  filed  by 
The  Dow  Chemical  CO.,  Abbott  Road, 
Midland,  Mich.,  and  other  relevant  mate¬ 
rial,  has  concluded  that  toe  following 
amendments  to  toe  food  additive  regula¬ 
tion  should  issue  to  provide  for  toe  safe 
use  in  chicken  feed  of  zoalene^n  combina- 


(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  <U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

B.  The  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  has  further  concluded,  based  upon 
an  evaluation  of  toe  data  before  him,  and 
proceeding  under  toe  autoority  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(c)(4),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)  (4) ) ,  that  a  tolerance  limitation 
is  required  in  order  to  assure  that  toe  use 
of  toe  food  additive  eiythromycin  thio¬ 
cyanate  in  accordance  with  §§  121.207 
and  121.225  will  not  cause  the  edible 
tissues  and  bsrroducts  of  chickens  to  be 
unsafe.  Therefore,  Subpart  D  of  toe 
•  food  additive  regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  thereto  the  following  new  section: 

§  121.1143  ErTthromycin. 

A  tolerance  of  iero  is  established  for 
residues  of  erythromycin  in  toe  uncooked 
edible  tissues  and  byproducts  of  chickens. 

(Sec.  409(c)(4),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c) (4) ) 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  toe  foregoing  order  may  at  any 


[PJR.  Doc.  64-6742;  Piled,  June  9,  1964; 
8:48  a.in.] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Defoaming  Agents 

Effective  on  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  order  in  the  Federal  Register,  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (3)  of  S  121.1099  Defoaming 
agents  is  amended  by  changing  the  items 
“Polyethylene  (600)  dioleate”  and  “Poly¬ 
ethylene  (600)  monoricinoleate”  to  read 
as  follows: 

Substances  Limitations 

*  *  •  •  *  * 

Polyoxyethylene  (600)  di- _ _ _ 

oleate. 

P<^yoxyethylene  (600)  mon- _ 

oriclnoleate. 

*  •  •  •  «  « 

Notice  and  public  procedure  sind  de¬ 
layed  effective  date  are  not  necessary 
inorequlsites  to  the  prmnulgation  of  this 
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order,  and  I  so  find,  since  the  amendment 
serves  to  clarify  existing  reg\ilations. 

(Sec.  4D9(c)(l),  72  Stat.  17M;  21  nJ3.0.  848 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  4, 1964. 

Obo.  P.  Larrxck, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(FJR.  Doc.  64-5744;  PUed.  Jiine  9,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Diethyl  Ptrocarbonatb 

The  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  in  a  petition  (FAP 
1170)  filed  by  Farbenfabriken  Bayer, 
A.Q.  Leverkusen-Bayerwerk,  Germany, 
and  other  relevant  materiij,  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  f  121.1117  of  the  food  addi¬ 
tive  regulations  should  be  amended  to 
prescribe  an  additional  method  of  manu¬ 
facturing  diethyl  pyrocarbonate  which 
may  be  safely  used  as  a  fermentation 
inhibitor  in  still  wines.  Therefore,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c) 
(1) ),  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  l^retary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.90;  29  F.R.  471),  §  121.1117(a)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§121.1117  Diethyl  pyrocarbiHuite. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(a)  The  food  additive  is  manufac¬ 
tured  to  a  purity  of  at  least  98  percent 
by  one  of  the  methods  described  .in  this 
paragraph. 

(1)  By  the  controlled  reaction  of  so¬ 
dium  ethylate  with  carbon  dioxide  to 
obtain  sodium  ethyl  carbonate  which  is 
subsequently  reacted  with  ethyl  chloro- 
formate. 

(2)  By  the  reaction  of  sodium  hydrox¬ 
ide  and  ethyl  chloroformate  in  the 
presence  of  a  catalyst  produced  by  the 
reaction  of  N-methyl-n-stearylamine 
with  propylene  oxide.  The  amount  of 
the  catalyst  remaining  in  the  diethyl 
pyrocarbonate  does  not  exceed  425  parts 
per  million  as  determined  by  Kjeldahl 
nitrogen  assay. 

***** 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  hy  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  All  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 


Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
tile  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  40e(c)(l),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  TTS.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

•  Dated:  June  3,  1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-6743;  Filed,  June  9.  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

PUICGANTS  FOR  PROCESSED  GRAINS  USED  IN 

Production  or  Fermented  Malt 

Beverages 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  1306)  filed  by  Anheuser-Busch, 
Inc.,  721  Pestalozzi  Street,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  and/>ther  relevant  data,  has 
concluded  that  an  amendment  to  the 
food  additive  regulations  should  issue 
to  prescribe  the  use  of  fumigants  in  the 
control  of  com  grits  and  cracked  rice 
used  in  the  production  of  fermented 
malt  beverages,  on  the  basis  of  an  ab¬ 
sence  of  fumigant  residues  in  the  fer¬ 
mented  malt  beverages  when  processed 
for  consumption.  Therefore,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Pood, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)  (1), 
72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)  (D),  and 
under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90;  29 
FJR.  471),  the  food  additive  regulations 
are  amended  by  adding  a  new  section, 
as  follows: 

§  121.1152  Fumigants  for  processed 
grains  used  in  producticm  of  fer¬ 
mented  malt  beverages. 

Fumigants  for  processed  grain  may  be 
safely  used,  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conffitions. 

(a)  They  consist  of  carbon  tetrachlo¬ 
ride  with  either  carbon  disulfide  (h* 
ethyfene  dichloride,  with  or  without 
pentane. 

(b)  They  are  used  to  fumigate  com 
grits  and  cracked  rice  used  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  fermented  malt  beverages. 

(c)  To  assure  safe  use  of  the  fumi¬ 

gant,  its  label  and  labeling  shall  con¬ 
form  to  the  label  and  labeling  registered 
by  the  United  States  Department'  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  usage  employed 
should  o(Hiform  with  such  label  or 
labeling.  ^ 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.G.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularly  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 


Issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
fay  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify  the 
ritiief  sought.  Objections  ifiay  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  All  documents  shall  be 
filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  3, 1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-5746;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:49  am.) 


Title  47— TaECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[FCC  64^9] 

PART  13— COMMERCIAL  RADIO 
-  OPERATORS 

Duplicate  and  Replacement  Operator 
Licenses 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  the  3d  day  of  June 
1964; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  an  amendment  to  §  13.71  entitled 
“Issue  of  duplicate  or  replacement  li¬ 
censes”;  and 

It  appearing,  that  S  13.71,  without  dis¬ 
tinction  as  to  the  grade'  of  license  in¬ 
volved,  provides  (among  other  matters) 
for  issuance  of  a  duplicate  license  to  an 
operator  whose  license  has  been  lost, 
mutilated  or  destroyed;  and 

It  further  appearing.  That  the  re¬ 
stricted  radiotelephone  operator  permit, 
a  card  form  of  operator  license,  normally 
is  issued  for  a  lifetime  tenn  and  without 
examination,  as  distinguished  from  the 
several  other  grades  of  licenses  which 
are  always  issued  for  a  definite  term, 
after  examination,  and  for  which  proof 
of  qualifications  is  required;  and 

It  further  appearing.  That  no  useful 
purpose  is  served  by  issuing  a  duplicate 
of  a  “lifetime”  restricted  radiotelephone 
operator  permit;  that  it  is  sufficient  to 
i8sue,  instead,  a  replacement  permit 
dated  and  numbered  currently;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  require¬ 
ment  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  13.71  that 
applications  for  replacement  license  be¬ 
cause  of  a  change  in  name  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  documentary  evidence  of  the 
legality  of  the  name  change  is  unneces¬ 
sary  and  should  be  discontinued;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  herein  ordered  is  procedural  in  na¬ 
ture;  that  advance  notice  of  rule  making 
under  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  unnec¬ 
essary;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  public 
Interest,  convenience,  and  necessity  will 
be  served  by  the  amendment  herein  or¬ 
dered,  the  authority  for  which  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303(r)  of 
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the  CommunicaUons  Act  of  1934,  as 
gmended; 

It  is  ordered.  That  effective  July  10, 
1964,  S  13.71  of  the  C(MnmlaE4(Ki's  rules  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Released:  June  5,  1964. 

Fxdbral  Com  munzcations 
Commission,^ 

[SEAL]  Ben  P.  Waplk, 

Secretary. 

Section  13.71  of  Part  13.  Commercial 
Radio  Operators,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  13.71  Issue  of  duplicate  mr  replace¬ 
ment  licenses. 

(a)  An  operator  whose  license  or  per¬ 
mit  has  been  lost,  mutilated  or  destroyed 
ffhftii  immediately  notify  the  Commission. 
If  the  authorization  is  of  the  diploma 
form,  a  prai>erly  executed  iu>plication  for 
duplicate  should  be  sidimitted  to  the  of¬ 
fice  of  issue.  If  the  authorization  is  of 
the  card  form  (restricted  radiotelephone 
operator  permit),  a  properly  executed 
application  for  replacement  should  be 
submitted  to  the  nearest  engineering  field 
office.  In  either  case  the  application  shall 
onbody  a  statement  of  the  circumstances 
involved  in  the  loss,  multilation  or  de¬ 
struction  of  the  license  or  permit.  If  the 
authorization  has  been  lost  the  applicant 
must  state  that  reasonable  search  has 
been  made  for  it,  and  further,  that  in  the 
event  it  be  found,  either  the  original  or 
the  duplicate  (or  replacement)  will  be 
returned  for  cancellation.  If  the  author¬ 
ization  is  of  the  diploma  form,  the  appli¬ 
cant  should  also  submit  documentary 
evidence  of  the  service  that  has  been 
obtained  under  the  original  authoriza¬ 
tion.  or  a  statement  embodying  that  in¬ 
formation. 

(b)  The  holder  of  any  license  or  per¬ 
mit  whose  name  is  legally  changed  may 
make  application  for  a  replacement  docu¬ 
ment  to  indiacte  the  new  legal  name,  by 
submitting  a  properly  executed  appli¬ 
cation  accompanied  by  the  license  or  per¬ 
mit  affected.  If  the  authorization  is  of 
the  diploma  form,  the  application  should 
be  submitted  to  the  office  where  it  was 
issued.  If  the  authorization  is  of  the  card 
form  (restricted  radiotelephone  operator 
permit)  it  should  be  submitted  to  the 
nearest  engineering  field  office. 

(Sec.  4.  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  n.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  UB.C.  303) 

[PM.  Doc.  64-5750;  FUed,  June  9.  1964; 

8:50  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15256;  FCC  64-515] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202,  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (San  Diego,  Calif.; 
Jamestown,  N.Y.;  Newton  and  f^nklin, 
N.J.;  Colorado  Springs,  Colo.;  Toccoa, 

*  Commissioner  Bartley  absent. 


Oa.  and  Easley.  8.C.:  Mmiom<mee  Falls, 
Qreen  Bay.  Nemiah-Menasha,  Milwau¬ 
kee,  and  New  Berlin,  Wis. ;  St.  Louis  Park 
and  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Radford  and 
Blacksburg,  Va.;  Fairhope  and  Mobile, 
Ala.;  Berkeley  Springs,  W.  Va.  and  Frost- 
burg,  Md.;  Nantucket,  Mass.;  Wallace, 
Idaho;  Crestview,  Fla.;  Missoula.  Mont.; 
Spencer,  Iowa;  Sanford,  Winter  Park  and 
Windermere.  Fla. ;  Houston  and  Senato- 
bia.  Miss.;  Jacksonville,  E7a.;  Hunting- 
ton,  W.  Va.) .  Docket  Nos.  15256,  RM-484, 
RM-521.  RM-488.  RM-523,  RM-491, 
RM-526.  RM-492.  RM-627.  RM-500, 
RM-528.  RM-501.  RM-529,  RM-503, 
RM-531.  RM-507.  RM-536,  RM-508, 
RM-537.  RM-513,  RM-541. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making,  released  December  31, 1963  (FCC 
63-1192) ,  pressing  a  number  of  changes 
in  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments. 

2.  Forty-six  formid  statements  were 
filed  in  response  to  the  proposals  as  well 
as  a  substantial  number  of  informal 
statonents  in  the  form  of  letters  from 
members  of  Congress  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties.  Each  was  duly  considered 
in  making  the  following  determinations. 

3.  RM-484,  San  Diego,  California. 
The  Commission’s  notice,  in  response  to 
the  request  of  the  Assembly  of  God  of 
Pacific  Beach,  Inc.,  proposed  to  add 
Channel  299  to  San  Diego.  The  follow¬ 
ing  FM  channels  are  presently  assigned 
to  that  community: 

City  Channel  No. 

San  Diego.  Calif—  231.285.243.247,251,264, 
268,  275, 279, 287, 293. 

All  of  these  channels  are  occupied.  The 
population  of  San  Diego  is  573,224  and 
that  of  its  metropolitan  statistical  area 
is  1,033,011.^  Petitioner  states  that  it 
will  apply  f(»r  Channel  299  if  it  is  as¬ 
signed  to  San  Diego. 

4.  Petitioner  submitted  a  showing  that 
Channel  299  cannot  be  used  in  southern 
California  other  than  in  the  San  Diego 
area,  at  least  at  any  location  where  there 
is  a  community  large  enough  to  warrant 
the  assignment.  However,  the  only  lim¬ 
itation  on  the  area  in  which  Channel  299 
could  be  assigned  in  conformance  with 
the  separation  rules  is  a  105  mile  circle 
centered  on  the  site  of  the  adjacent 
channel  assignment  on  Channel  298  in 
Los  Angeles  (EZBBI).  Thus,  there  is  a 
large  area  in  the  southern  and  south¬ 
eastern  portion  of  California  in  which  i 
this  channel  can  be  used.  While  it  is 
true  that  a  number  of  cummunities  in  the 
area  in  question  are  small,  there  are 
others  with  populations  in  the  order  of 
3,000  persons  which  have  no  FM  assign¬ 
ments.  San  Diego  itself  has  11  assign¬ 
ments  and  communities  nearby  have  ad¬ 
ditional  channels  assigned.  We  are 
therefore  of  the  view  that  this  assign¬ 
ment  should  not  be  made  as  requested 
but  rather  that  it  should  be  retedned  for 
possible  future  use  in  some  other  com¬ 
munity  where  a  need  and  demand  may 
develop.  We  are  thus  denying  petition¬ 
er’s  request. 


^The  poptilation  figures  herein  are  taken 
from  the  1960  UB.  Census  imless  otherwise 
indicated. 
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5.  RM-488,  Jamestown,  N.Y.  The  No¬ 
tice,  in  response  to  the  request  of  Trend 
Radio,  Inc.,  proposed  to  add  Cfiiannel 
269A  to  Jamestown.  Channel  227,  the  , 
oifiy  channel  presently  assigned  to  that 
community,  is  occupied.  The  population 
of  Jamestown  is  41,818.  Trend  Radio. 
Inc.,  has  stated  that  it  intends  to  apply 
for  Channel  269A  if  it  is  assigned  to 
Jamestown. 

6.  In  view  of  the  availability  of  Chan¬ 
nel  269A,  the  interest  of  petitioner,  the 
community’s  existing  service  and  its  pop¬ 
ulation,  the  Commission  is  of  the  view 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  assign 
Channel  269A  to  Jamestown. 

7.  RM-491,  Newton  and  Franklin,  NJ. 
The  Notice,  in  response  to  the  request  of 
Sussex  County  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  pro¬ 
posed  to  substitute  Channel  272A  for 
Channel  279  in  Newton  and  to  delete 
Channel  272A  from  Franklin.  ’The  pro¬ 
posal  was  made  by  petitioner  because  of 
the  short-spacing  between  Channel  279 
in  Newton  on  which  it  operates  Station 
WNNJ-FM,  and  several  other  FM  sta¬ 
tions,  in  the  expectation  that  it  would  be 
able  to  improve  its  facilities  in  Newton 
on  Channel  272A. 

8.  The  population  of  Newton  is  6,563. 
Channel  279,  on  which  petitioner  oper¬ 
ates.  is  the  only  channel  assigned  to  it. 
The  population  of  Franklin  is  3,624  and 
the  oidy  channel  assigned  to  it  Is  272A. 
There  is  an  application  outstanding  for 
that  channel  filed  at  Franklin  by  Louis 
Vander  Plate  (BPH-3952) .  Newton  has 
a  daytime-only  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  while  Franklin  has  no  broadcast 
facilities. 

9.  If  the  Commission  granted  petition¬ 
er’s  request,  the  result  would  be  the  loss 
of  one  FM  station  in  this  general  area 
since  Channel  279  cannot  be  assigned  to 
Franklin  consistent  with  dur  rules. 
Petitioner  may  obtain  Increased  facilities 
as  a  result  of  the  proposals  made  in  the 
’Third  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  Docket  No.  14185,  designed  to 
permit  increases  in  facilities  of  short¬ 
spaced  existing  stations  on  an  overall 
basis. 

10.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  not  in  the 
public  interest  to  reassign  Channel  272A 
from  Franklin  to  Newton  or  to  delete 
Channel  279  from  Newton. 

11.  RM-492,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo. 
The  Notice,  in  response  to  the  request  of 
William  S.  Cook,  proposed  to  assign 
Channel  284  to  Colorado  Springs. 

12.  The  population  of  Colorado 
Springs  is  70,194  (in  1950  it  was  45.472) . 
Channels  225,  232A,  and  243  are  pres¬ 
ently  assigned  to  the  community:  All  are 
in  operation.  The  only  objection  to  the 
assignment  was  made  by  the  licensee  of 
Station  EITGM,  operating  on  Channel 
286  in  Denver.  The  opposition  was  based 
on  the  fact  that  if  Channel  284  were  as¬ 
signed  to  Colorado  Sprites  it  would  be 
one  mile  short  of  the  required  separation 
to  KTGM’s  present  antenna  site  and 
several  miles  short  to  a  new  site  which 
KTGM  hopes  to  obtain  in  the  Denver 
area.  The  opposition  states  that  if  peti¬ 
tioner  constructed  a  station  on  CTiannel 
284  in  Colorado  Springs  the  transmitter 
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would  have  to  be  located  SMPProximately 
seven  miles  from  the  center  of  the  com¬ 
munity  in  order  to  meet  the  separation 
requirement  to  KTGM’s  contemplated 
site.  A  station  operating  on  Channel 
284  with  its  transmitter  seven  miles  from 
the  center  of  Colorado  Springs  should  be 
able  to  serve  that  community  effectively. 
However,  Channel  270  can  be  assigned  to 
Colorado  Springs  in  conformance  with 
all  the  rules  and  without  any  limitation 
on  site  location.  We  believe  this  would 
be  a  preferred  assignment. 

13.  In  view  of  the  population  of  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs,  the  interest  of  petitioner, 
Colorado  Springs’  existing  services  and 
the  availability  of  Channel  270  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  assign  Channel  270  to 
Colorado  Springs. 

14.  RM-500  and  RM-521,  Toccoa, 
Georgia  and  Easley,  South  Carolina. 
Stephens  County  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  licensee  of  AM  Station  WNEO, 
Toccoa,  Georgia,  petitioned  to  have 
Channel  280A  assigned  to  Toccoa. 
Pickens  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  licensee  of  AM  Station  WELP,  Eas¬ 
ley,  South  Carolina,  petitioned  to  have 
the  same  channel  assigned  to  Easley.  In 
the  notice  we  set  out  both  alternatives 
with  the  understanding  that  the  requests 
were  mutually  exclusive.  In  responding 
to  the  notice.  Pickens  suggested  an  alter¬ 
nate  way  of  providing  a  channel  for 
Easley,  the  shift  of  Channel  297  from 
Anderson,  South  Carolina,  to  Easley. 

15.  The  population  of  Toccoa  is  7,303. 
It  is  located  in  Stephens  County,  with  a 
population  of  18,391.  Channel  291  is 
€issigned  to  Toccoa  and  WLET-PM  is  op¬ 
erating  on  it.  The  community  has  two 
dasrtime  only  AM  Stations,  WLET  (5  kw) 
and  WNEO  (500  watts).  Easley  has  a 
population  of  8,283  and  it  is  located  in 
Pickens  County  which  has  a  population 
of  46,030.  There  are  no  FM  channels 
assigned  to  Easley;  one  dasrtime  only 
station  (WELP)  is  assigned  thereto. 
Anderson,  South  Carolina,  has  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  41,316.  It  is  located  in  Anderson 
County  with  a  population  of  98,478. 
Channels  266  and  297  are  assigned  to  the 
community.  Station  WCAC  is  operating 
on  Channel  266.  Channel  297  is  not  oc¬ 
cupied  nor  are  there  applications  pend¬ 
ing  for  its  use.  Standard  broadcasting 
stations  WALM  (1  kw  day,  250  watts 
night)  and  WANS  (5  kw  day,  1  kw  night) 
also  are  licensed  to  Anderson. 

16.  In  view  of  Anderson’s  size,  its  pres¬ 
ent  broadcast  services  and  its  likely 
future  needs,  the  Commission  is  of  the 
view  that  it  should  not  change  the  bs- 
signment  of  Channel  297  to  Anderson  in 
order  to  make  an  additional  channel 
available  to  the  other  communities  in¬ 
volved  here. 

17.  Therefore,  the  problem  remaining 
is  to  determine  whether  Channel  280A 
should  be  assigned  to  Toccoa  or  to  Eas¬ 
ley.  Stephens  emphasizes  that  Toccoa, 
although  a  smaller  community,  is  the 
main  market  for  its  region,  and  alleges 
that  Easley  is  a  satellite  community  of 
Greenville,  S.C.  We  note  that  Easley 
is  some  15  miles  from  Greenville  and  is 
located  in  a  different  county.  Pickens 
points  out  that  Toccoa  has  a  fulltime 
local  service  and  that  Easley  has  none. 


Toccoa  has  three  local  broadcast  services 
to  meet  its  needs  during  the  day  and  at 
least  one  means  of  local  expression  dur¬ 
ing  nighttime  hours.  We  cannot  con¬ 
clude  that  Easley  is  merely  an  append¬ 
age  of  Greenville.  It  has  no  local  means 
of  nighttime  expression  with  only  one 
daytime  AM  station.  On  balance,  the 
Commission  concludes  that  it  is  more 
Important  to  provide  a  first  fulltime 
local  service  to  Easley  than  it  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  second  competitive  service  to 
Toccoa. 

18.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  assign  Channel  280A 
to  Easley,  S.C. 

19.  RM-501  and  RM-523,  Menomonee 
Falls,  Green  Bay,  Neenah-Menasha,  Mil¬ 
waukee  and  New  Berlin,  Wis.  In  the 
'Third  Report  in  this  proceeding  (PCC 
63-735)  we  denied  a  request  to  assign 
Channel  252A  to  Menomonee  Falls,  Wis. 
The  groimds  for  decision  was  that  such 
an  assignment  would  be  short-spaced  to 
Channel  253  at  Green  Bay  for  which 
there  was  an  outstanding  construction 
permit.  Subsequently,  petitions  were 
filed  seeking  the  Menomonee  Falls  as¬ 
signment  (that  of  Falls  Broadcasting 
Corp.)  and  an  assignment  to  Milwaukee 
or  New  Berlin  (that  of  Voice  of  Chris¬ 
tian  Youth,  Inc.).*  In  the  Notice,  we 
put  both  of  these  requests  out  for  com¬ 
ment.  Following  the  Third  Report  the 
permittee  of  Channel  253  at  Green  Bay 
turned  in  its  permit.  Since  it  appeared 
that  this  channel,  if  used  at  standard 
separations,  would  have  to  be  located 
some  38  miles  outside  of  Green  Bay  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  possible  use  of  252A,  in 
the  Notice  we  proposed  deletion  of  Chan¬ 
nel  253  from  Green  Bay.  As  a  replace¬ 
ment  we  proposed  the  reassignment  of 
Channel  230  from  Neenah-Menasha  to 
Green  Bay. 

20.  Obviously,  since  Channel  253  must 
be  more  than  35  miles  from  Green  Bay, 
it  is  not  satisfactory  as  an  assignment 
to  that  community  and  will  be  deleted, 
therefore,  there  is  no  obstacle  to  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  252A  at  Menome- 
nee  Falls  or  in  Milwaukee. 

21.  The  city  population  of  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  is  741.324.  Channels  227.  233,  239, 
243,  247,  256,  271,  275,  and  299  are  as¬ 
signed  to  the  community.  All  i  of  the 
channels  are  occupied.  The  community 
also  has  7  AM  services  licensed  in  it. 
Menomonee  Falls,  according  to  the  1960 
U.S.  Census,  has  a  population  of  18,276 
compared  to  a  1950  census  population  of 
2,469.  There  are  no  FM  or  AM  facilities 
assigned  to  the  community.  Menom¬ 
onee  Falls  has  had  a  fast  rate  of 
growth  and  is  far  enough  from  Mil¬ 
waukee  to  have  a  reasonable  degree  of 
separate  social  and  business  activities. 
The  above  facts  indicate  that  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  first  local  service  in  Menom¬ 
onee  Falls  rather  than  an  additional 
service  to  Milwaukee  is  preferable.  This 


*  New  Berlin  was  proposed  as  a  transmitter 
site  by  the  Voice  of  Christian  Youth,  Inc. 
It  is  approximately  seven  miles  distant  from 
downtown  Milwaukee.  It  is  apparent  that 
petitioner’s  intent  is  to  serve  the  Milwaukee 
area  generally  on  its  proposed  station  as  it 
has  been  doing  so  far  by  the  purchase  of 
time  on  existing  stations. 


assignment  of  course  may  be  applied  for 
by  any  qualified  applicant  for  use  either 
at  Menomonee  Falls  or  any  other  un¬ 
listed  community  (e.g.  New  Berlin) 
within  25  miles. 

22.  ..The  Notice  contemplated  as  a  sub¬ 

stitute  for  253  at  Green  Bay  the  re¬ 
assignment  to  that  city  of  Channel  230, 
now  assigned  to  Neenah-Menasha. 
Green  Bay  has  a  population  of  62,888. 
If  the  Commission  takes  no  action  other 
than  deleting  Channel  253  from  Green 
Bay,  the  community  would  be  left  with 
only  Channel  266,  on  which  WBAY-PM 
operates.  It  also  has  three  fulltime  am. 
stations:  WBAY  (5  kwAmlhnit^  time) , 
WBUZ  (1  kw/day,  250  watts  night) ,  and 
WJPG  (5  kw/day,  500  watts  night). 
The  combined  population  of  Neenah  and 
Menasha  is  32,664.  Channels  230  and 
289  are  assigned  to  the  hsrphenated  com¬ 
munities.  Neither  channel  is  occupied; 
however,  there  are  two  applications 
pending  for  the  use  of  Channel  289 
(BI?H-4273,  BPH-4208).  WNAM,  a 

standard  broadcast  station,  is  the  only 
broadcast  facility  operating  in  Neenah- 
Menasha  (5  kw/day,  1  kw  night) .  One 
of  the  applicants  for  Channel  289  filed 
an  opposition  to  the  removal  of  Channel 
230  from  that  community.  There  was 
no  indication  of  interest  hi  the  use  of 
the  channel  at  Green  Bay;  as  mentioned, 
the  permit  for  Channel  253  there  was 
turned  in. 

23.  Because  of  the  existing  services  in 
Green  Bay  and  Neenah-Menasha,  and 
the  interest  in  providing  Neenah- 
Menasha  with  additional  services,  as 
contrasted  with  the  appcu’ent  lack  of 
interest  in  Gre^  Bay  at  this  time,  the 
Ckunmission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  not 
in  the  public  interest  to  reassign  a  chan¬ 
nel  from  Neenah-Menasha  to  Green  Bay. 
The  Commission  is  aware  of  the  need  to 
provide  for  future  requirements  in  Green 
Bay.  This  may  be  done  by  assigning 
Channel  252A  there.  Such  an  assign¬ 
ment,  which  will  meet  "all  spcu^ing  re¬ 
quirements  without  necessitating  any 
other  changes  in  The  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  is  in  the  public  interest  and  is 
adopt^  herein. 

24.  RM-503,  St.  Louis  Park  and  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  The  Notice,  in  response 
to  the  request  of  Radio  Suburbia,  Inc. 
(licensee  of  KRSI-FM  operating  on 
Channel  281  in  St.  Louis  Park)  pro¬ 
posed  the  possible  interchange  of  Channel 
281  in  St.  Louis  Park  with  Channel  271, 
presently  assigned  to  Minneapolis.  The 
Notice  also  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
short-spacing  problem  of  WAYI^PM 
operating  on  Channel  241,  in  Minne¬ 
apolis,  licensed  to  Contemporary  Radio, 
Inc.,  by  treating  its  request  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  our  action  in  Docket  No. 
14185  (PCC  63-976)  as  a  comment  in 
this  proceeding.  No  specific  substitute 
channel  was  proposed. 

25.  On  the  last  day  for  filing  reply 
conunents  (March  16,  1964)  licensee  of 
WMIN(AM)  St.  Paul,  filed  a  counter 
proposal  with  respect  to  Channel  271 
urging  its  shift  from  Minneapolis  to  St. 
Paul.  Radio  Suburbia  and  Hennepin 
Broadcasting  Associates,  Inc.  (applicant 
for  Channel  271  assigned  to  Minneapolis, 
BPH-4369),  both  filed  motions  to  strike 
WMIN’s  counter  proposal  on  the  grounds 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


7465 


Wednesday,  June  10,  1964 

that  because  of  the  time  of  Its  filing 
(rther  Interested  parties  had  no  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  comments  in  respect  to  It. 
We  feel  that  it  is  established  that  reply 
comments  should  be  limited  to  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  matters  presented  in  the 
comments  directed  to  the  Notice.  Ob¬ 
viously,  other  peuties  have  no  chance 
(unless  the  proceeding  is  to  be  inordi¬ 
nately  delayed)  to  comment  on  a  sug¬ 
gestion  made  on  the  last  day  of  the 
proceeding.  Hence  we  are  striking  the 
reply  comments  of  WMIN  insofar  as  they 
are  not  responsive  and  will  not  consider 
the  counter  proposal.  In  addition  to  the 
above  discussed  reply  comments,  WMIN 
filed  at  the  same  time  a  petition  for  rule 
making  also  requesting  the  reassignment 
of  Channel  271  from  Minneapolis  to  St. 
Paul.  The  Commission  Is  of  the  view 
that  it  can  most  effectively  and  expedi¬ 
tiously  deal  with  the  problems  involved 
in  this  proceeding  as  well  as  the  proposal 
made  by  WMIN,  by  considering  the  latter 
apart  from  the  present  proceeding.  Also 
on  March  16. 1964,  Hminepin  filed  a  reply 
comment  which  contained  the  following 
counter  proposal ;  delete  Channel  242  and 
add  Channel  243  at  Rice  Lake,  Wis.,  and 
change  the  authorization  of  Station 
WJMC-PM  presently  operating  on  Chan¬ 
nel  242  to  Channel  243  in  that  commu¬ 
nity.*  WJMC-FM  filed  a  Motion  to 
Strike  this  counter  proposal.  On  the 
same  grounds  Hennepin  urged  striking 
the  counter  proposal  of  WMIN  just  dis¬ 
cussed.  We  are  striking  the  reply  com¬ 
ment  of  Hennepin  insofar  as  it  is  not 
responsive  for  the  same  reason. 

26.  Radio  Surburbia’s  proposal  to  in¬ 
terchange  Channel  281  with  271,  in  St. 
Louis  Park  and  Minneapolis  respectively, 
was  aimed  at  solving  a  short-spacing 
problem  presently  existing  between  its 
Staticm  KRSI-FM  (g)erating  on  Channel 
281  in  St.  Louis  Park  and  two  oth»  sta¬ 
tions:  KYSM-FM  operating  on  Channel 
278  at  Mankato,  Minn.,  57.0  miles  distant 
and  KFAM-FM  operating  on  Channel 
284  in  St.  Cloud.  Minn.,  57.2  miles  distant. 
The  Commission’s  rules  specify  a  mini¬ 
mum  mileage  separation  of  65  miles  for 
FM  operation  with  a  three  channel 
separation.  A  Channel  271  station  lo¬ 
cated  in  St.  Louis  Park  would  not  be 
short-spaced.  Hennepin,  the  applicant 
for  Channel  271  in  Minneapolis,  and  other 
parties  participating  in  the  proceeding, 
vigorously  oppose  the  interchange.  The 
oppositions  point  out  that  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  a  station  constructed  on 
Channel  281  assigned  to  Minneapolis 
could  be  located  within  8  miles  of  down¬ 
town  Minnefiq>olis  and  still  meet  the 
Commission’s  minimum  mileage  spacing 
requirements,  there  is  great  difficulty  in 
finding  a  site  which  would  be  suitable  at 
that  distance  from  Minneapolis  due  to 
the  proximity  of  a  number  of  airfields, 
the  density  of  population  and  zoning  re¬ 
quirements.  The  practical  problems  of 
actually  obtaining  a  new  transmitter  site 
must  be  considered.  Considering  all  of 
these  facts,  the  Commission  is  of  the  view 


'The  couater  proposal  was  aimed  at  solv¬ 
ing  the  Ehort-spaclng  problem  existing  be¬ 
tween  WATL  (Channel  241  Minneapolis)  and 
WJMC-PM  (Channel  242  Bice  Lake,  Wls.) . 
No.  lia-  3 


that  an  interchange  of  Channd  281  with 
271  is  not  in  the  public  interest.  The 
8hort-q?acing  problem  of  KRSI-FM 
(which,  as  shown  above,  are  not  severe) 
can  be  most  effectively  dealt  with  by  a 
developmmt  of  the  pr(^;x>sals  set  out  in 
the  third  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
in  Docket  No.  14185,  concerning  overall 
increases  for  existing  short-spaced  sta¬ 
tions. 

27.  The  Commission’s  examination  of 
the  question  discussed  in  the  previous 
paragraph  has  resulted  in  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  broskdcast  services,  in  par¬ 
ticular  FM,  available  to  the  Minneapo¬ 
lis  area.  The  population  of  Minneapo¬ 
lis.  according  to  the  1960  U.S.  Census,  is 
482,  872.  The  community  has  FM  Chan¬ 
nels  233,  241,  246,  253.  258,  262,  267,  271, 
and  275  assigned  to  it.  All  these  chan¬ 
nels  except  Channels  233  and  271  are 
occupied.  There  are  nine  AM  services 
licensed  in  Minneapolis.  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
the  capital  of  the  state  (population  313,- 
411)  adjacent  to  Minneapolis  has  on^ 
FM  Channel  237A  assigned  to  it.  That 
channel  is  occupied.  There  are  three 
AM  services  licensed  in  St.  Paul.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  St.  Paul  is  the  capital  of 
the  state,  its  population  and  the  number 
of  services  available  in  Minneapolis  as 
compared  with  those  available  in  St. 
Paul,  the  Commission  feels  that  it  may 
be  in  the  public  interest  that  St.  Paul 
have  additional  channels  available  to  it. 
At  ^e  same  time  the  Commission  can¬ 
not  make  a  finding  from  the  material 
available  to  it  in  this  proceeding  that 
channels  should  deleted  from  Min¬ 
neapolis  ;  hence  we  have  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  making  of  one  or  more  addition¬ 
al  assignments  to  St.  Paul,  or  the  hy¬ 
phenated  communities  of  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  and  action  in  this  matter  will 
be  taken  shortly. 

28.  Station  WAYL  (FM)  presently 
occupies  Channel  241  in  Minneapolis. 
Because  of  its  short-spacing  to  WJMC7- 
FM  operating  on  Channel  242  at  Rice 
Lake,  Wis.,  it  is  seeking  operation  on  a 
nonshort-spaced  channel  assigned  to 
Minneapolis.  The  short-spacing  prob¬ 
lem  with  which  WAYL  is  concerned  is  a 
serious  one,  in  that  Minneapolis  is  about 
85  miles  from  Rice  Lake,  whereas  our 
rules  provide  for  150  mile  separation. 
Because  of  the  spacing  involved  there  is 
a  serious  question,  as  to  the  degree  of 
real  relief  these  stations  would  receive 
from  any  overall  action  we  may  take  in 
Docket  No.  14185.  The  Commission  does 
not  feel  that  it  can  issue  an  order  to  show 
cause  specifying  an  operation  for  WAYL 
on  Channels  233  or  271  (the  only  imoc- 
cupied  channels  in  Minneapolis)  because 
of  outstanding  applications  for  their  use. 
Fortunately  there  is  a  solution  not  in¬ 
volving  (Channels  233  or  271  which  have 
applications  pending  for  them.  Hub¬ 
bard  Broadcasting  Company  in  its  com¬ 
ments  proposed,  and  WAYL  agreed,  to 
the  following: 


Add 

Delete 

MinnAApollx,  Minn 

229 

241 

228A 

VnrlhAiilt,  Minn 

240A 

Frlnoeton,  Mbin _ .... _  .  _ 

aaxA 

228A 

There  are  neither  authorizations  out¬ 
standing  nor  applications  pending  for 
the  use  of  Channels  228A  in  either 
Princeton  or  Faribault.  All  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignments  would  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  mileage  separation  requirements 
of  the  Commission.  In  view  of  these 
facts  the  Commission  is  adopting  the 
above  set  out  proposal  and  modifying  the 
license  of  WAYL  to  specify  operation  on 
Channel  229  in  place  of  241  in  Min¬ 
neapolis. 

29.  RM-S07,  Radford  and  Blacksburg, 
Va.  The  Notice,  in  response  to  the  re¬ 
quest  of  WRAD  Broadcasting  Company, 
proposed  to  reassign  Channel  269A  from 
Blacksburg.  Va.,  to  Radford,  Va.,  and  to 
replace  it  in  Blacksburg  with  Channel 
285A. 

30.  The  population  of  Black^urg  is 
7,070.  Channel  269A  is  assigned  to  that 
community  and  there  are  two  applica¬ 
tions  pending  for  its  use:  WBCR,  Inc. 
(BPH-4062)  has  filed  an  application  for 
the  channel  at  Blacksburg ;  WRAD 
Broadcasting  Company  (BPH-4168) 
wishes  to  use  the  channel,  under  the  25- 
mile  rule,  at  Radford.  There  are  no  AM 
stations  licensed  in  Blacksburg.  The 
population  of  Radford  is  9,371.  WRAD, 
an  AM  station  (5  kw/day,  500  watts 
night)  is  operating  in  the  community. 

31.  If  the  Commission  does  not  adopt 
petitioner’s  proposal,  the  result  would  be 
an  FM  service  for  either  Radford  or 
Blacksburg  but  not  for  both  communities. 
By  the  adoption  of  the  reassignment  and 
drop-in,  both  communities  can  have 
local  FM  service  without  depriving  any 
other  commimity  of  an  FM  channel. 
The  reassignment  and  drop-in  proposed 
by  petitioner  meets  all  of  the  minimum 
mileage  separation  requirements. 

32.  In  view  of  the  populations  of  Rad¬ 
ford  and  Blacksburg,  their  broadcast 
service,  the  interest  of  both  WBC:?R,  Inc. 
and  WRAD  Broadcasting  Company  and 
the  availability  of  Channel  285A  for  as¬ 
signment  to  Blacksburg,  the  Commission 
is  of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  reassign  Channel  269A  from 
BlackSburg  to  Radford  and  to  replace  it 
in  Blacksburg  by  assigning  Channel  285A 
to  that  community. 

33.  RM-508,  Fairhope  and  Mobile,  Ala. 
The  Notice  in  response  to  the  request  of 
Eastern  Shore  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  pro¬ 
posed  to  delete  Channel  221 A  from  Fair- 
hope  and  to  replace  it  by  reassigning 
Channel  225  from  Mobile  to  Fairhope. 

34.  The  population  of  Fairhope  is 
4,858.  It  is  located  in  Baldwin  County, 
which  has  a  population  of  49,088.  Chan¬ 
nel  221 A  is  presently  assigned  to  the 
community.  There  is  no  authorization 
outstanding  for  the  channel  nor  are 
there  applications  pending  for  it.  The 
community  has  one  daytime  only  AM 
station,  WABF  (1  kw).  The  population 
of  Mobile  is  202,779.  It  is  located  in  Mo¬ 
bile  County,  with  a  population  of  314.301. 
The  community  has  eight  standard 
broadcast  stations  licensed  in  it.  FM 
Channels  225,  235,  '241,  248  and  260  are 
presently  assigned,  of  which  Channel 
260  is  in  use  and  Channel  241  is  in  permit 
status.  Petitioner  requested  the  above 
air3ndment  of  the  rules  in  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  Fairhope  and  Baldwin  County  with 
a  first  local  nighttime  radio  service.  It 
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was  believed  that  the  entire  county  could 
not  receive  service  from  a  station  broad¬ 
casting  on  Channel  221  A.  No  parties 
filed  oppositions  to  the  deletion  of  Chan¬ 
nel  225  frmn  Mobile  (a  station  operating 
on  Channel  225  in  Pairhope  would  serve 
Mobile  as  well  as  Baldwin  Comity). 

35.  Our  stated  policy  in  developing  the 
assignment  table  and  in  subsequent 
changes  has  been  to  assign  Class  A  chan¬ 
nels  to  the  smaller  communities  and  the 
Class  B  or  Class  C  channels  to  the  larger 
cities  and  metropolitan  areas.  There 
were  of  course  a  number  of  markets  in 
which  Class  A’s  and  B’s  or  C’s  were 
mixed,  but  these  were  stations  already 
in  existence  or  where  we  could  not  make 
all  the  assignments  the  same  class.  We 
have  also  made  a  number  of  Class  B  or 
C  assignments  in  smaller  communities, 
but  these  were  far  removed  from'  large 
cities  and  metropolitan  markets  and  in 
situations  where  a  showing  was  made 
that  there  was  a  large  rural  population. 
Usually  a  showing  was  made  that  the 
extended  coverage  was  needed  to  make 
a  station  viable  in  the  area.  In  the  in¬ 
stant  case  Pairhope  is  a  small  commu¬ 
nity  very  near  a  large  city.  This  is  the 
t3rpe  of  case  where  a  Class  A  assignment 
is  contemplated.  We  do  not  feel  that 
the  deletion  of  one  of  the  5  Class  C  as¬ 
signments  should  be  made  from  the  large 
and  important  market  of  Mobile  in  order 
to  make  it  available  to  the  small  com¬ 
munity  of  Pairhope.  Nor  are  we  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  Class  A  assignment  can¬ 
not  adequately  serve  the  local  needs  of 
this  community.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  the  petition  of  Eastern  Shore 
Broadcasters  is  denied. 

36.  RM-513  and  541,  Berkeley  Springs, 
W.  Va.,  and  Frostburg,  Md.  The  Notice, 
in  response  to  the  request  of  Regional 
Broadcasting  Company,  and  Western 
Maryland  Broadcasting  Company,  pro¬ 
posed  several  alternative  changes  in  the 
PM  Table  of  Assignments.  The  purpose 
of  the  changes  was  to  provide  PM  chan¬ 
nels  for  both  Berkeley  Springs,*  W.  Va., 
and  Halfway,  Md.,  and  additionally  to 
provide  a  ^de  coverage  chann*el  for 
Prostburg,  Md. 

37.  The  population  of  Halfway  is  4,256. 
PM  Channel  228A  is  assigned  to  the  com¬ 
munity  and  there  are  two  applications 
pending  for  its  use:  that  of  Regional 
Broadcasting  Company  for  use  at  Half¬ 
way  (BPH-3767),  and  that  of  Berkeley 
Springs  Radio  Station  Corporation  for 
use,  under  the  25-mile  rule,  at  Berkeley 
Springs  (BPH-4123).  Standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  WHAQ  (1  kw  daytime  only) 
is  licensed  in  Halfway.  The  population 
of  Berkeley  Springs  is  1,138.  There  is  no 
PM  channel  assigned  to  the  community. 
Standard  broadcast  station  WCST  (250 
watts  daytime  only)  is  operating  in 
Berkeley  Springs.  The  population  of 
Prostburg  is  6,722.  It  is  located  in 
Allegany  County.  The  population  of 
that  county  is  84,169.  PM  Channel  244A 
is  assigned  to  the  community.  There  is 
no  authorization  outstanding  nor  are 
there  applications  pending  for  its  use. 
The  community  is  served  by  standard 


*  According  to  the  1960  Census  the  cor¬ 
rect  corporate  name  for  Berkeley  Springs 
Is  Bath.  We  are  using  Its  popular  name 
In  this  discussion. 


broadcast  station  WPRB  (1  kw  daytiihe 
only). 

38.  In  view  of  the  interest  in  providing 
Berkeley  Springs  and  Halfway  with  sep¬ 
arate  local  fulltime  radio  service,  the 
interest  in  providing  Prostbuig  with  a 
wide-coverage  PM  service,  the  present 
service  in  each  of  tiie  three  communi¬ 
ties  and  the  feasibility  of  the  following 
assignments  (which  meet  all  the  mini¬ 
mum  mileage  separation  requirements), 
the  Commission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is 
in  the  public  interest  to  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additions  and  deletions  of  PM 
channels  in  the  communities: 


city 

Add 

Delete 

Bath  (Berkeley- Springs),  W.  Va . 

228A 

244A 

287 

228A 

244A 

Frostburg,  Md _ 

39.  Because  of  minimum  mileage  sepa¬ 
ration  requirements,  it  is  necessary  to 
change  the  assignments  in  two  other 
communities.  Oakland  (western  Mary¬ 
land)  is  presently  assigned  Channel  285 A. 
There  is  no  authorization  outstanding 
nor  are  there  applications  pendii^  for 
the  channel's  use;  therefore,  our  substi¬ 
tution  of  CThannel  244A  for  Channel  285A 
does  not  adversely  affect  any  party. 
Huntingdon,*  Pa.,  is  assigned  Channel 
244A.  There  is  an  application  pending 
for  its  use  by  Huntingdon  Broadcasters, 
Inc.  (BPH-4394).  Our  substitution  of 
Channel  292A  for  Channel  244A  may 
mean  some  minor  inconvenience  for  this 
applicant.  However,  on  balance,  the  gain 
in  service  by  the  additions  and  deletions 
made  in  this  rule  making  outweigh  any 
inconvenience  to  Huntingdon  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.  Channel  292A  will  meet  all 
the  minimum  mileage  separation  re¬ 
quirements  and  is  equivalent  to  Chemnel 
244A.  The  assignment  of  a  Class  B 
channel  to  Prostburg  is  justified  not 
only  since  it  would  permit  the  changes 
necessary  to  make  the  assignment  to 
Berkeley  Springs,  but  also  because  it  is 
the  type  of  smaller  commwdty  which 
would  waramt  such  an  assignment. 
Prostburg  is  far  removed  from  any  large 
metropolitan  area  (the  nearest  one  be¬ 
ing  at  Pittsburgh  over  75  miles  distant) . 

40.  RM-526,  Nantucket,  Massachu¬ 
setts.  The  Notice  in  response  to  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Inquirer  and  Mirror  Publish¬ 
ing  Cmnpany,  Inc.,  proposed  to  make  an 
assignment  of  Channel  260  to  Nantucket. 
The  population  of  Nantucket  is  3,559. 
There  are  no  PM  channels  assigned  to 
the  community  nor  is  there  an  AM  sta¬ 
tion  operating  there.  The  Inquirer  and 
Mirror  Publishing  Company,  Inc.,  has 
stated  that  it  will  apply  for  Channel  260 
if  it  is  assigned  to  Nantucket. 

41.  In  view  of  the  lack  of  local  service 
in  Nantucket,  the  community’s  popula¬ 
tion,  the  availability  of  Channel  260,  and 
the  interest  of  petitioner,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  assign  Channel  260  to  Nan¬ 
tucket. 

42.  RM-527,  Wallace,  Idaho.  The  No¬ 
tice  in  response  to  the  request  of  EZXLY- 


*  Huntingdon,  Pennsylvania,  appears  as 
Huntington,  Pa.,  In  Section  73.202  of  our 
rules  as  a  result  of  a  typographical  error. 


PM.  Spokane,  Washington,  proposed  to 
substitute  Channel  282  for  Channel  258  in 
Wallace.  Idaho.  There  is  no  authoriza¬ 
tion  outstanding  nor  are  there  applica¬ 
tions  pending  for  the  use  of  Channel  258 
there :  The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
change  is  to  effect  a  substantial  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  service  provided  by  KXLY- 
PM  (operating  on  Channel  260)  by  per- 
mittii^  it  to  shift  its  antenna  site  from 
its  AM  to  its  TV  tower  with  no  resultant 
short-spacing  to  a  channel  assigned  to 
Wallace. 

43.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  substitution  wiU  in  no  way  deprive 
Wallace  of  its  present  potential  for  FM 
service,  the  increase  in  service  in  the 
Spokane  area  and  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  meets  the  minimum  mileage 
separation  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  substitute 
Channel  282  for  Channel  258  at  Wallace 
and  to  continue  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  264  to  that  community. 

44.  RM-528,  Crestview,  Fla.  The  No¬ 
tice,  In  response  to  the  request  of  Everett 
M.  McCrary,  proposed  to  assign  Channel 
285A  to  Crestview,  Pla.  The  population 
of  Crestview  according  to  the  1960  U.S. 
Census  is  7,467  (in  1950  the  population 
was  5,003).  There  are  no  PM  channels 
asigned  to  Crestview;  however,  there 
are  two  dasdiime  only  AM  stations  operat¬ 
ing  there:  WCNU  (1  kw)  and  WJSB  (1 
kw) .  'The  proposed  assignment  to  Crest¬ 
view,  the  county  seat  of  Okaloosa  Coun¬ 
ty,  meets  all  of  the  minimum  mileage 
separation  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

45.  In  view  of  the  community’s  popu¬ 
lation,  the  availability  of  Channel  285A, 
the  interest  of  petitioner  and  the  lack  of 
local  nighttime  service  in  the  community, 
the  Commission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is 
in  the  public  interest  to  assign  Channel 
285A  to  Crestview. 

46.  RM-529,  Missoula,  Montana.  The 
Notice,  in  response  to  the  request  of 
KGVO  Broadcftsters,  Inc.,  proposed  to 
make  an  additional  assignment,  Channel 
261  A,  to  Missoula,  Montana.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  petitioner’s  proposal  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  channel  for  Missoula  on  which  pe¬ 
titioner  could  build  a  station  without 
meeting  the  power  and  height  require¬ 
ments  for  a  Class  C  station.  Petitioner 
believes  that  a  Class  C  station  is  not  feas¬ 
ible  in  Missoula  from  a  financial  point  of 
view.  The  population  of  Missoula  is  27,- 
090.  It  is  located  in  Missoula  County. 
The  population  of  that  county  is  44,663. 
PM  Channels  227  and  235  are  assigned  to 
the  community.  There  are  neither  au- 
^orizations  outstanding  nor  applications 
pending  for  their  use.  There  are  four 
AM  services  operating  in  Missoula :  KYSS 
(1  kw  dasrtime  only) ;  KGVO  (5  kw  un¬ 
limited  time);  KYLT  (250  watts  un¬ 
limited  time);  KGMY  (250  watts  un¬ 
limited  time) .  The  assignment  of  261A 
to  Missoula  meets  all  of  the  minimum 
mileage  separation  requirements  of  the 
Cmnmission. 

47.  In  the  interest  of  providing  FM 
service  to  Missoula  as  quickly  and  eco¬ 
nomically  as  possible,  the  Commission  is 
of  the  view  tiiat  it  is  in  the  public  interest 
to  assign  Channel  261A  to  Missoula. 

48.  RM-S31,  Spencer,  Iowa.  The  No¬ 
tice,  in  response  to  the  request  of  the 
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Iowa  Great  Lakes  Broadcasting  Corn- 
pi^,  proposed  to  assign  Chsuinel  300  to 
Spencer,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  the  pro-  ] 
posal  is  to  provide  Spencer  and  a  wide  i 
segment  of  the  rural  population  of  north-  i 
west  Iowa  with  PM  service. 

49.  The  population  of  Spencer,  Iowa, 
is  8.864.  It  is  located  in  day  County. 
The  population  of  that  county  is  18,504. 
FM  Channel  221A  is  presently  assigned 
to  the  community.  There  is  no  author¬ 
ization  outstanding  nor  are  there  ap¬ 
plications  pending  for  its  use.  Standard 
broadcast  station  KICD  (1  kw  day,  250 
watts  night)  is  operating  in  the  com¬ 
munity.  The  only  objection  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  was  made  by  North¬ 
west  Broadcasting  Company,  which  seeks 
to  use  Channel  300  at  a  location  in  Min¬ 
nesota  conflicting  witii  its  assignment  to 
Spencer.  This  ,  party  alleged  that  the 
assignment  would  not  be  fair,  efficient 
and  equitable.  A  number  of  other  com¬ 
munities  were  mentioned  as  deserving  of 
this  channel;  of  these  the  onlyone  which 
was  not  the  same  size  or  smaller  than 
Spencer  was  Port  Dodge,  Iowa.  Port 
Dodge  is  a  signiflcantly  larger  commu¬ 
nity.  The  Commission  agrees  that  ad¬ 
ditional  AM  and  PM  service  may  be 
warranted  there.  However,  Channel  300 
cannot  be  assigned  to  that  community 
without  serious  violation  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  minimum  mileage  separation 
requirements.  Channel  300  located  in 
Spencer  will  serve  a  large  isolated  area 
and  will  meet  all  the  minimum  mileage 
separation  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.* 

50.  In  view  of  the  isolated  location  of 
Spencer,  the  population  that  would  be 
served  by  a  wide  coverage  PM  channel 
located  there,  the  available  broadcast 
service  and  the  fact  that  Channel  300 
can  be  assigned  to  the  community  with¬ 
out  violating  the  minimiun  mileage  sepa¬ 
ration  requirements,  the  Commission  is 
of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  assign  Channel  300  to  Spencer. 

51.  RMS37,  Sanford,  Winter  Park, 
and  Windermere,  Florida.  'The  Notice, 
in  response  to  the  request  of  Richard 
Baird,  proposed  to  reassign  Channel 
276A  from  Sanford  to  Winter  Park  and 
to  replace  it  in  Sanford  by  reassigning 
Channel  237A  from  Windermere  to  San¬ 
ford.  There  are  neither  authorizations 
nor  applics^ons  for  smy  of  these  present 
assignments. 

52.  The  pit^^al,  in  effect,  would  as¬ 
sign  a  flrst  commercial  PM  channel  to 
Winter  Park^  at  the  cost  of  deleting 
Windermere’s  assignment.  The  proposal 
would  not  have  any  effect  on  the  FM 
service  pot^tial  for  Sanford  since  in¬ 
terested  parties  in  Sanford  will  be  able 
to  apply  for  Channel  237A. 

53.  Tlie  population  of  Winter  Park  is 
17,162.  Standard  broadcast  station 
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*  Northwest  Broadcasting  Company  has 
tendered  an  application  for  Channel  300,  as¬ 
signed  to  Cambridge,  Minn.,  at  Anoka,  Minn., 
under  the  25-mlle  rule.  A  waiver  of  the 
25-mile  rule  is  required  since  An(Aa  is  ap¬ 
proximately  28  miles  from  Cambridge.  Hie 
requested  waiver  has  been  denied  this  date 
and  the  application  of  Northwest  is  being 
returned. 

*  WPRK.  a  nonc(»nmercial  educaticxial  PIC 
stetlon,  operates  on  Channel  218  In  Winter 
Park. 


WABR  (5  kw  daytime  only)  is  operating  1 
in  the  community.  Windermere  has  a  ( 
population  of  576.  Standard  broadcast 
station  WXIV  (1  kw  daytime  only)  is  i 
operating  in  Windermere.  Petitioner  < 
states  that  he  will  promptly  iq>ply  for  i 
an  FM  channel  if  it  is  assign^  to  Winter  i 
Park,  There  seems  to  be  no  present  i 
interest  in  activating  an  FM  channel  in 
Windermere.  No  oppositions  were  flled 
to  the  proposal.  The  proposed  reassign-  ' 
ments  meet  the  Commission’s  minimum 
mileage  separation  requirements. 

54.  In  view  of  the  substantial  disparity 
in  size  between  Windermere’s  and  Win¬ 
ter  Park’s  population,  the  fact  that  Win-  I 
dermere  will  not  be  left  without  a  local 
broadcast  service  and  the  interest  in  an 
early  activation  of  a  local  commercial 
PM  service  for  Winter  Park,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  of  the  view  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  reassign  Channel  237A 
from  Windermere  to  Sanford  and  Chan¬ 
nel  276A  from  Sanford  to  Winter  Park. 

55.  IiM-536,  Houston  and  Senatdbia, 
Miss.  The  Notice,  in  response  to  the  re¬ 
quest  of  WCPC  Broadcasting  Company, 
proposed  to  substitute  Class  C  Channel 
231  for  Channel  228 A  in  Houston,  Miss. 
Such  an  assignment  would  require  the 
substitution  of  Channel  224A  for  Chan¬ 
nel  232A  in  Senatobia,  Miss. 

56.  Houston  has  a  population  of  2,577. 
It  is  the  county  seat  of  Chickasaw  County 
(population  16,891)  and  is  asserted  to  be 
an  important  market  center  in  the  area. 
Channel  228A  is  assigned  to  the  commu¬ 
nity.  There  is  no  authorization  out¬ 
standing  nor  are  there  applications  pend¬ 
ing  for  its  use.  There  is  a  standard 
broadcast  station  assigned  to  the  commu¬ 
nity,  WC!PC  (5  kw  dasrtime  only).  There 
is  no  local  nighttime  service  in  Houston. 
A  Class  C  channel  assigned  to  the  com- 
mimity  would  be  able  to  serve  a  wide  area 
presently  without  FM.  Houston  is  far 
removed  from  any  metropolitan  area  or 
large  city  and  is  the  tirpe  of  community 
for  which  we  are  justified  in  making  an 
exception  to  the  policy  of  assigning  a 
Class  A  channel  to  small  communities. 
We  are  therefore  adopting  the  proposal. 

57.  Pickens  County  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  flled  a  counterproposal  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  suggesting  that  Class  C  Channel 
227  be  assigned  to  Houston  rather  than 
the  proposed  Class  C  Channel  231  in  or¬ 
der  to  make  Channel  231  available  to 
Carrollton,  Ala.,  in  lieu  of  292A  presentiy 
assigned  to  that  community.  The  use  of 
Channel  227  in  Houston  would  require 
the  substitution  of  Channel  237A  for 
228A  at  Corinth,  Miss.  The  Commission 
is  of  the  view  that  such  a  substitution  at 
Corinth  would  not  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  since  it  would  rule  out  the  possibility 
of  using  Channel  237A  to  meet  the  fu¬ 
ture  needs  of  other  communities  such 

.  as  Holly  Springs,  Miss.,  a  community  with 
a  population  of  5,621,  with  the  only  ad- 
I  vantage  being  the  provision  of  a  Class  C 
■  channel  for  Carrollton  (population  894)  .* 
j  Therefore,  we  are  assigning  Channel  231 
.  to  Houston  rather  than  Channel  227.  As 
)  our  Notice  stated,  this  can  be  done  by 
>  the  simple  substitution  of  Channel  224A 
^  for  Channel  232A  at  Senatobia.  There 
r  is  no  authorization  outstanding  nor  are 


there  applications  pending  for  the  use  of 
Channel  232A  at  Senatobia. 

58.  The  Commission  will  not  adopt  a 
second  alternative  suggested  by  Pickens 
County  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Class  C  Channel  300  to  Car¬ 
rollton  because  such  an  assignment  would 
require  the  deletion  of  Channel  299  from 
Birmingham.  Ala.  There  are  only  two 
FM  channels  unoccupied  in  Birmingham. 
The  population  of  Birmingham  is  340,887. 
The  population  of  Carrollton  is  894..  The 
small  community  of  Carrollton  has 
standard  broadcast  station  WRAG  (1  kw 
daytime  only)  operating  in  it.  Channel 
292A  is  assigned  to  the  community.  There 
are  no  authorizations  outstanding  or  ap¬ 
plications  pending  for  its  use.  Channel 
292A,  because  of  the  wide  spacing  of  as¬ 
signments  on  adjacent  channels  in  the 
area,  should  be  able  to  serve  Carrollton 
and  the  {grounding  area  adequately. 

59.  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  Huntington, 
W.  Va.  The  Commission  on  its  own  mo¬ 
tion  proposed  to  substitute  Channel  275 
for  Channel  223  in  Jacksonville.  Fla.,  and 
Channel  300  for  Channel  223  in  Hunting- 
ton,  W.  Va.  The  substitutions  were  pro¬ 
posed  to  eliminate  a  short  spacing  prob¬ 
lem  in  Jacksonville  and  other  technical 
difficulties  (IJ*.  difference)  in  Hunting- 
ton.  ’There  are  neither  authorizations 
outstanding  nor  applications  pending  for 
Channel  223  in  either  Jacksonville  or- 
Huntington.  No  oppositions  were  filed 
opposing  either  substitution.  In  view  of 
the  forego]^,  the  Commission  is  of  the 
view  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
substitute  Channel  275  for  Channel  223  in 
Jacksonville  and  Channel  300  for  Chan¬ 
nel  223  in  Huntington.,. 

60.  Authority  for  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4(i),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

61.  It  is  ordered,  TTiat  effective  July  13, 
1964,  the  Table  of  Assignments  contained 
in  S  73.202  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended  to  read  as  follows 
in  respect  to  the  communities  named : 


•  See  RM-693  filed  on  Apr.  14, 1964. 


City  Channel  No. 

Ck)lorado: 

Ck>lorado  Springs _  225,  282A,  243,  270. 

Florida: 

Crestview _  285A. 

jstcksonviUe _  236,  241,  246,  256,  276. 

Sanford _  237A. 

Winter  Park _  276A. 

Idaho: 

Wallace _  264,  282. 

Iowa: 

Spencer _ 221A,  300. 

Maryland: 

Frostburg _  287. 

Halfway _  244A. 

Oakland  (Western).  244A. 

Massachusetts: 

Nantuc^t _  260. 

Minnesota 

Faribatilt _  240A. 

Minneapolis _  229,  233,  246,  263,  258, 

262,  267,  271,  276. 

Princeton _  292A. 

Mississippi: 

Houston _ 231. 

Senatobia _  224A. 

Montana: 

Missoula _  227,  235,  261A. 

New  York: 

Jamestown _  227,  269A. 

Pennsylvania: 

Huntingdon _  292A. 

South  Carolina: 

Easley _ _ _  280A 
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Citjf  Channel  No, 

Virginia: 

Blacksburg _ asSA. 

Radford _  269A. 

West  Virginia: 

Batb  (Berkeley  226A. 

Springs). 

Huntington _  263,  277,  800. 

Wisconsin: 

Green  Bay _  252A,  266. 

Menomonee  Falls _  262A. 

62.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  effec 
tive  the  same  date  the  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments  contained  in  S  73.202  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  is 
amended  to  delete  any  reference  to,  and 
assignments  hi  Windermere,  Fla.,  and 
Huntington,  Pa. 

63.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  effec¬ 
tive  July  13, 1964,  the  outstanding  license 
held  by  Contemporary  Radio,  Inc.,  for 
Radio  Station  WAYL(FM)  is  modified  to 
specify  operation  on  Channel  229  in  lieu 
of  Channel  241  in  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  The  licensee  shall  inform  the 
Commission  in  writing  by  June  25,  1964, 
of  its  cuiceptance  of  this  modification. 

(b)  The  licensee  shall  submit  to  the 
Commission  by  June  25,  1964,  all  tech¬ 
nical  information  necessary  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  modified  construction  permit 
for  operation  on  Channel  229,  including 
any  changes  in  antenna  and  transmis¬ 
sion  line. 

(c)  The  licensee  may  continue  to 
operate  on  Channel  241  imtil,  upon  its 
request,  the  Commission  authorizes  in¬ 
terim  operation  on  Channel  229,  follow¬ 
ing  which  the  licensee  shall  submit 
(within  30  days)  the  measurement  data' 
normally  required  of  an  applicant  for  an 
FM  broadcast  station  license. 

64.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  all 
comments,  reply  comments,  counter  pro¬ 
posals,  briefs,  motions  and  other  plead¬ 
ings  filed  in  this  proceeding  and  peti¬ 
tions  dealt  with  in  this  proceeding  are 
denied  insofar  as  they  are  inconsistent 
with  the  actions  taken  in  this  Report 
and  Order. 

(Seo.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  n.S.C. 
164.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  808,  807,  48 
Stat.  1082,  1083;  47  UB.C.  303,  307) 

Adopted:  June  3, 1964. 

Released:  June  8, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission/ 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-6762;  FUed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:60  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  16028;  FCC  64-617] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

“Simplex"  Transmission  of  Subscriber 
Background  Music 

In  the-  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
73 — ^Radio  Broadcast  Services — to  pro¬ 
scribe  the  "simplex”  transmission  of  sub¬ 
scriber  background  music  by  FM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations,  and  to  make  related 
changes  (including  the  proscription  of 
superaudible  control  signals  except  as 


1  Commissioners  Bartley  and  Ford  absent. 


specifically  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  simplification  of  SCA  logging 
requirem^ts) . 

1.  The  basic  issue  in  this  proceeding 
is  whether  the  Commission  should  per¬ 
mit  the  continuance  of  "simplexing”,  as 
still  practiced  by  Functional  Music,  Inc. 
(Radio  Station  WFMF,  Chicago,  HI.) 
and  a  few  other  FM  brosidcast  licensees,^ 
or  whetiier  public  interest  considerations 
dictate  its  abandonment.  The  terms 
"simplex”  and  "simplexing”,  as  used 
herein,  mean  the  transmission  of  back¬ 
ground  music  or  other  specialized  pro¬ 
gram  services  on  an  FM  station’s  regu¬ 
larly  assigned  main  channel,  usually  in 
conjunction  with  superaudible  "beeps” 
to  eliminate  spoken  material  from  main 
channel  receivers  in  subscribers’  estab¬ 
lishments.  Since  1955,  our  rules  have 
provided  for  the  rendition  of  such  serv¬ 
ices  on  multiplex  subcarriers  of  the  as¬ 
signed  main  channel — a  practice  which 
is  normally  described  as  "multiplexing”. 

2.  Background  of  this  proceeding.  On 
March  16, 1955,  we  adopts  a  Report  and 
Order  (Docket  No.  10832;  FCC  55-340) 
amending  our  rules  to  provide  for  the 
issuance  of  Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorizations  (SCA’s)  to  FM  broad¬ 
casters  wishing  to  render  backgroimd 
music  and  other  subsidiary  services  on  a 
subscription  basis.  Those  amendments 
provided  for  the  transmission  of  sub¬ 
scription  services,  such  as  background 
music  and  storecasting,  initially  on  a 
simplex  basis.  Because  subscription 
services  were  felt  to  be  essentially  non¬ 
broadcast  in  nature,  the  1955  amend¬ 
ments  further  provided  for  their  reloca¬ 
tion  on  multiplex  subchannels  when  suit¬ 
able  equipment  became  available.  Our 
stated  objective  in  providing  for  simplex 
operation  on  an  interim  basis  was  to  bol¬ 
ster  the  economic  position  of  FM  licens¬ 
ees  and  thereby  to  promote  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  FM  as  a  broadcast  medium  (FCC 
53-1747,  par.  10.) . 

3.  Taiget  dates  for  the  termination  of 
simplex  operation  were  repeatedly  ex¬ 
tended  in  response  to  industry  petitions 
alleging  imavailability  of  multiplex 
transmitting  and  receiving  equipment. 
Finally,  by  Report  and  Order  adopted 
December  5,  1957  (FCC  57-1325) ,  we  de¬ 
nied  the  petitions  of  15  background  music 
operators  to  the  extent  that  they  had 
requested  further  postponement  of  the 
simplex  deadline  beyond  March  1,  1958. 
Our  subsequent  denial  of  reconsidera- 


^  Radio  Stations  KBMS  and  KGLA,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  and  WNAV-FM,  An¬ 
napolis,  Md.  Unlike  WFMF,  th^  stations 
hold  Subsidiary  Communications' Authoriza¬ 
tions  (SCA’s)  for  the  transmission  of  back¬ 
ground  music  on  one  or  more  multiplex  sub¬ 
channels.  KBMS  and  KGLA  are  apparently 
transmitting  subchannel  signals  for  the  lim¬ 
ited  purpose  of  controlling  main  channel 
receivers,  for  which  appropriate  notices  of 
violation  have  been  issued.  WNAV-FM  is 
converting  its  backgroimd  music  operations 
to  SCA  circuits,  and  expects  to  discontinue 
simplexing  eventually.  In  accordance  with 
the  t^ms  of  the  Notice — VCC  63-303 — ^the 
Commls8l<»i  has  continued  to  defer  action 
on  these  stations’  applications  for  renewal 
of  station  license,  awaiting  outcome  of  this 
proceeding.  Approximately  400  FM  broad¬ 
casters  currently  hold  SCA’s  to  provide  back¬ 
ground  music  and  other  subscription  serv¬ 
ices  on  a  multiplex  basis. 


tion  was  appealed.  On  March  18,  1956, 
the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  Circuit,  stayed  the  sim¬ 
plex  deadline  with  respect  to  Functional 
Music,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Radio  Station 
WFMF,  Chicago,  the  first  "simplexer”  to 
seek  judicial  review  of  our  SCA  Rules  and 
implementing  Orders.  Parallel  stays 
were  sought  and  obtained  by  other  FM 
stations  then  engaged  in  simplexing.  On 
November  7,  1958,  the  Court  reached  the 
merits  of  the  WFMF  app^  (Functional 
Music,  Inc.  V.  U.S«A.  &  F^.C.,  274  P.  2d 
543)  holding  that  the  transinission  of 
background  music  on  a  simplex  basis,  as 
practiced  by  WFMF  and  others,  had  the 
attributes  of  "broadcasting”  as  defined  in 
Section  3(o)  of  the  Communications  Act. 
The  Court  therefore  concluded  that  the 
SCA  Rules  were  invalid  insofar  as  those 
Rules  called  for  the  termination  of  sim¬ 
plexing  because  of  its  assumed  nonbroad¬ 
cast  character.’ 

4.  By  letter  adopted  December  23, 
1958,  and  later  appearing  as  a  Public 
Notice,  Radio  Station  WFMF  was  in¬ 
formed  that"*  *  •  If  [your]  contention 
that  [simplex]  operations  are  broadcast 
in  nature  should  ultimately  prevail, 
serious  questions  are  raised  as  to  whether 
your  FM  operation  is  consistent  with  the 
basic  duties  incumbent  upon  broadcast 
licensees  which  fiow  from  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules 
•  *  *”  Action  on  the  WFMF  renewal  ap¬ 
plication  was  therefore  deferred  "pend- 
ii^  a  final  determination  of  the  issues  in 
said  court  proceeding.”  Action  on  other 
"simplexers’  ”  renewal  applications  was 
similarly  deferred,  as  tiiey  were  sub¬ 
mitted. 

5.  On  October  12,  1959,  a  joint  FCC/ 
Justice  Department  petition  for  writ  of 
certiorari  was  denied  by  the  Supreme 
Court. .  Inasmuch  as  various  stays  pre¬ 
viously  granted  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
had  expired  or  were  about  to  expire,  we 
adopted  an  Order  on  October  28,  1959 
(FW  59-1116)  preserving  the  status  quo 
by  continuing,  on  our  own  motion,  the 
Court-imposed  stays  of  the  simplex  dead¬ 
line.  That  Order  applied  to  the  15 
"simplexers”  then  before  the  Court,  and 
by  its  terms  continues  in  effect  imtil  the 
issues  flowing  from  the  Court’s  decision 
in  the  Functional  Music  case  are  finally 
resolved. 

6.  Current  proposal.  The  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  and  Order  in  this 
proceeding  released  March  29, 1963  (FCC 
63-303)  looks  toward  the  eventual  pro¬ 
hibition  of  simplexing,*  but  on  different 
grounds  than  those  found  to  be  objec¬ 
tionable  by  the  Court  in  1958.  The  as¬ 
sumptions  underlying  the  current  pro¬ 
posal,  as  more  fully  set  out  in  the  Notice, 
may  be  summarized  as  follows : 


*  The  Court  did  not,  however,  pass  upon  the 
question  “[wjhether  or  not  [WFMF’s]  func¬ 
tional  music  service  may  be  barred  as  ob- 
jectlonal^e  for  reasons  other  than  its 
supposed  status  as  a  nonbroadcast  service" 
(274  F.  2d  at  648-49). 

•The  proscription  of  superaudible  control 
signals  (without  express  Commission  author¬ 
ity),  and  simplification  of  SCA  logging  and 
announcement  requirements  Was  also  pro¬ 
posed.  ITie  comment  deadline  was  extended 
(through  August  1,  1963)  at  the  request  of 
Radio  Station  WFMF,  by  Orders  released 
June  18  and  July  23, 1963. 
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(a)  Because  of  contractual  arrange¬ 
ments  wiUi  subscribers,  the  simplex 
operator  is,  or  may  be,  inhibited  from 
inserting  into  his  program  schedule  sub¬ 
stantial  amounts  of  programing  which 
he  might  otherwise  find  to  be  responsive 
to  the  needs  and  interests  of  his  service 
area. 

(b)  Subscribed  orientation  in  pro¬ 
graming  tends  toward  abdication  of  li¬ 
censee  control. 

(c)  The  public  detriment  flowing  from 
subscribed-oriented  programing  is  not 
offset  by  any  overriding  benefit  to  the 
public  nor,  in  view  of  the  multiplex  alter¬ 
native,  to  the  FM  broadcast  industry 
itself. 

(d)  The  FM  broadcast  industry  no 
longer  needs  simplexing  as  an  economic 
crutch. 

(e)  As  evidenced  by  the  400-odd  FM 
broadcasters  holding  SCA’s  to  engage  in 
multiplexing,  the  multiplex  mode  is  not 
only  technically  feasible  but,  since  two 
separately-programed  subchannels  may 
be  employed,  offers  a  sound  basis  for 
long  term  economic  growth. 

(f)  On  the  other  hand,  the  multiplex 
operator  suffers  an  xmfair  competitive 
disadvantage  vis-a-vis  the  simplexer  be¬ 
cause,  other  things  being  equal,  of  the 
simplexer’s  larger  service  area  and  his 
use  of  less  costly  receiving  equipment; 
and 

(g)  Because  of  the  competitive  incom¬ 
patibility  between  sinqidexing  and  multi¬ 
plexing,  the  development  in  SCA  multi¬ 
plexing  which  has  taken  place  in  recent 
years  would,  even  at  this  late  date,  be 
reversed  if  we  were  now  to  adopt  rules 
condoning  simplex  operation. 

7.  Comments  received.  Timely  com¬ 
ments  were  entered  in  this  proceeding  by 
the  following  organizations: 

(a)  The  Pacific  Network,  Inc.  (a  Lob  Ange¬ 
les  Muzak  franchise  holder) . 

(b)  The  Maryland  Broadcasting  Company 
(WITH-FM,  Baltimore,  Maryland). 

(c)  MIA  Enterprises,  Inc.  .IKWBS!,  Bea¬ 
trice,  Nebraska). 

(d)  Annapolis  Broadcasting  Corporation 
(WX'i<3,  Annapolis,  Bilaryland) . 

(e)  Functional  Music,  Inc.  (WFMF,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois) . 

(f)  North  Shore  Broadcasting,  Inc. 
(WEAW-FM,  Evanston,  Illinois) . 

(g)  Capital  Broadcasting  Company 
(WNAV-FM,  Annapolis,  Maryland) . 

(h)  KMLA  Broeulcastlng  Corporation 
(BMTiA,  Los  Angeles,  California) . 

Z.  Analysis.  With  the  exception  of 
WFMF,  the  proposed  rules  have  been 
endorsed  or  accepted  in  principle  by  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding.* 

9.  Paciflc  Network  calls  attention  to 
the  “highly  unfaii'competitive  situation” 
existing  in  the  Los  Angeles  market, 
where  two  FM  stations  are  engaging  in 
what  we  believe  amounts  to  simplex  op¬ 
eration.  The  problem  in  this  particular 
market  is  aggravated,  it  is  claimed,  by 


*  Written  comments  by  Radio  Stations 
WEAW-FM  and  WNAV-FM  expressed  certain 
reservations  bfused  on  the  fact  that  their 
background  mtislc  operations  had  not  been 
fully  converted  to  the  multiplex  mode. 
Radio  Station  WEAW-FM  has  siiM%  com¬ 
pleted  Its  conversion;  WNAV-FM  has  not, 
but  can  do  so  If  a  six-month  transition 
P«lod  Is  provided  beyond  the  effective  date 
of  the  new  rules. 


rugged  terrain  which  o(»nplicates  sub¬ 
channel  coverage. 

10.  Maryland  Broadcasting  (WITH- 
FM)  conflned  its  comments  to  SCA  tech¬ 
nical  logging,  observing  that  it  interrupts 
its  subcarrier  transmissions  eight  times 
each  hour,  for  short  intervals,  in  order  to 
eliminate  electronic  noise  and  main 
channel  cross-talk.  Section  73.295,  as 
proposed,  would  require  that  individual 
entries  be  made  in  the  SCA  operating 
log  for  each  interruption  and  restoration. 
We  agree  that  in  the  circumstances  de¬ 
scribed,  the  making  of  such  entries  would  ~ 
tend  to  become  pro  forma  and,  in  any 
event,  would  serve  no  useful  purpose. 
We  therefore  adopt  the  respondent’s  sug¬ 
gestion  that  service  interruptions  of  flve 
fhinutes’  duration  (or  less)  be  omitted 
from  the  SCA  operating  log. 

.  11.  MIA  Enterprises  (KWBE)  argues 
that  the  legitimate  objectives  of  FM 
broadcasting  “suffer  and  are  stifled  at 
the  hands  of  a  simplex  operation”,  and 
urges  that  simplexing  be  discontinued 
in  order  that  “greater  latitude  of  opera¬ 
tion  on  the  main  FM  channel”  may  be 
achieved.  _ 

12.  Annapolis  Broadcasting  (WXTC) 
is  interested  in  entering  the  background- 
music  fleld  in  Annapolis,  Maryland,  but 
alleges  that  it  cannot  successfully  com¬ 
pete  with  the  simplex  operatidh  still  be¬ 
ing  conducted  in  that  community 
(WNAV-FM) .  SpecificaUy;  it  is  alleged 
that  “WNAV-FM  has  preempted  the 
background  music  fleld  in  Annapolis,  and 
if  WXTC  WCTe  to  offer  a  multiplexed 
background  music  service  with  its  neces¬ 
sarily  higher  subscription  cost  .  .  .  there 
would  be  few,  if  any  takers”.  More 
significantly,  the  respondent  states  that 
“WNAV-FM  has  presented  a  highly 
specialized  main  channel  operation  for 
several  years,  in  order  to  accommodate 
its  simplex  subscribers,  [which]  has  not 
only  had  an  adverse  and  unfair  competi¬ 
tive  effect  upon  WXTC,  but  has  [also] 
had  a  naturally  stifling  effect  upon  the 
sale  of  FMT  receivers,  for  which  the  pub¬ 
lic  can  hardly  be  blamed”.  The  re¬ 
spondent  therefore  urges  speedy  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  “long  overdue” 
proposals  in  this  p^eeding. 

13.  As  indicated  in  footnote  4,  supra. 
Radio  Stations  WEAW-FM  and  WNAV- 
FM  expressed  concern  about  the  impact 
of  the  new  rules,  if  adopted,  on  their 
residual  simplex  operations.  WEAW- 
FM  has  since  transferred  all  of  its  sub¬ 
scription  services  to  appropriate  sub¬ 
channels,  thereby  rendering  moot  its 
earlier  reservations.  WNAV-FM  con¬ 
tinues  to  question  whether  adoption  of 
the  proposed  niles  is  warranted,  but 
indicates  that  it  can  “live  with”  the  pro¬ 
posal  if  a  six-month  transition  period  is 
provided  beyond  the  effective  date  of  the 
new  rules.  We  note  that  a  lead  time  of 
six  months  was  built  into  the  Notice 
itself  (§  73.276(a),  as  proposed).  We 
therefore  adopt  WNAV-FM’s  position  in 
this  regard. 

14.  KMLA  Broadcasting  (KLMA),  a 
pioneer  multiplexer,  treats  in  consider¬ 
able  depth  the  competitive  aspects  of 
background  music  in  the  Los  Angeles 
market  where,  as  already  indicated,  two 
stations  engage  in  simplex  operation.* 

0  Radio  Stations  KBM8  and  KOLA.  Both 
actually  transmit  backgroimd  music  on  au- 


This,  it  is  urged,  has  placed  “the  legiti¬ 
mate  multiplex  bcuikground  music  op¬ 
erators  of  Los  Angeles  in  an  imtenable 
position”.  Among  the  factors  underly¬ 
ing  this  conclusion  are:  EZMLA’s  initial 
investment  of  “approximately  $150,000 
*  *  *  to  convert  some  1,300  accoimts 
from  simplex  to  multiplex”;  its  failure  to 
recoup  the  earlier  investment  in  simplex 
receivers,  now  in  storage;  the  additional 
expense  incurred  in  delivering  “separate 
diversified  programming  on  its  main 
channel”  estimated  at  $60,000  over  the 
past  30  months;  loss  of  fringe  area  sub¬ 
scribers;  an  expenditure  of  “approxi¬ 
mately  $10,000  in  more  sophisticated 
[receiving]  antennas  *  •  •  to  guaran¬ 
tee  an  adequate  signal  in  some  areas”; 
higher  maintenance  costs  due  to  the 
complexity  of  multiplex  receiver  circuit¬ 
ry;  and  intangible  effects  related  to  cus¬ 
tomer  satisfaction,  including  the  higher 
noise  level  of  multiplex  reproduction  and, 
based  on  the  forgoing  considerations, 
tiie  necessity  for  charging  higher  sub¬ 
scription  rates.  In  the  latter  connec¬ 
tion,  KMLA  and  KMLA  subchannel 
lessees  must  charge  an  average  monthhr 
fee  of  $24.95,  as  against  monthly  rates 
of  $19.50  charged  by  the  two  simplex 
competitors.  The  respondent  suggests 
that  “if  the  situation  is  allowed  to  re¬ 
main  status  quo,  the  price  of  coopera¬ 
tion  will  be  financial  destruction  of  those 
who  cooperated”,  and  urges  that  “the 
Commission  act  with  dispatch  in  this 
matter  in  order  not  to  prolong  the  gross 
inequity  that  exists  between  the  multi¬ 
plexer  and  the  simplexer”.  In  terms  of 
licensees’  freedom  to  respond  to  the 
changing  needs  of  their  communities, 
KMLA  states  that  never  during  its  own 
period  of  simplex  operation  (spanning 
some  90,000  hours  of  broadcasting)  wcus 
a  special  program  substituted  for  the 
background  mizsic  format;  but  yet.  tiiat 

•  •  •  within  three  months  of  the  •  •  • 
conversion  to  multiplex  •  •  *  kmt.a  jiad 
substituted  fourteen  hours  of  new.  com¬ 
pletely  diversified  programming  daily  in 
order  to  conform  to  its  determination  of  the 
community  needs.  In  addition,  the  two 
years  following,  1961-1963,  produced  weU  over 
100  other  program  substitutions  which  were 
deemed  in  the  public  interest.  This  com¬ 
parison  between  a  completely  restricted  pro¬ 
gram  format  demanded  of  a  simplex  licensee 
and  the  Infinite  fiexibility  avaUable  to  the 
station  whose  main  channel  is  not  limited  to 
backgroimd  mvisic,  graphically  Illustrates  the 
position  taken  by  the  Commission  in  this 
Notice. 

Radio  Station  KMLA  supports  all 
other  tentative  conclusions  expressed  in 
the  Notice,  but  suggests  the  following 
refinements: 

(a)  Amend  §  73.261(a)  of  the  rules  to 
exclude  (from  the  36-hour  weekly  minl- 


thorized  subcarrier  frequencies,  but  only  for 
the  limited  purpose  of  controlling  main 
channel  receivers.  This  is  accomplished  by 
Interruptions  in  the  SCA  transmissions,  a 
muting  technique  obvlotisly  •comparable  to 
the  transmission  of  sflperatidible  “beeps"  to 
control  main  channel  receivers.  We  are  in¬ 
clined  to  view  this  practice  as  simplexing 
which,  in  at  least  one  case,  violates  the 
terms  of  the  outstanding  SCA.  As  indicated 
in  footnote  1,  supra,  the  KBM8/KOLA  situ¬ 
ation  is  being  handled  separately  as  an  en¬ 
forcement  matter. 
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mum  for  FM  broadcast  statioais)  time 
devoted  to  main  channd  programing 
which  is  duplicated  on  a  multiplex  sub¬ 
channel.  Such  a  rule,  it  is  urged,  would 
reduce  the  amount  of  time  a  licensee  can 
“force  feed”  its  background  music  fare 
to  the  general  public. 

finding.  Although  sympathetic  with 
this  objective,  we  are  not  prepared  at 
this  time  to  place  limitations  on  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  main  channel  programing 
may  be  duplicated  on  the  subchanneL 
For,  as  stated  in  Paragraph  10  of  the 
Notice,  a  background  music  operation  in 
some  areas  “might  fall  well  within  the 
principle  of  large  market  specialization 
heretofore  recognized  and  sanctioned  by 
the  Commission”.  Whether  a  back¬ 
ground  mujpic  format  is  suitable  for  main 
channel  broadcast  exposure  must,  we 
think,  be  determined  on  a  case-by-case 
basis,  taking  into  account  the  character 
and  variety  of  other  program  services 
locally  available.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  recognize  that  the  reference  to  SCA’s 
in  8  73.261(a)  was  meaningful  only 
in  the  context  of  the  original  SCA-sim- 
plex  t]rpe  of  operation.  We  are  there¬ 
fore  deleting  from  that  rule  all  reference 
to  SCA  operation. 

(b)  Revise  8  73.295(e) ,  as  proposed,  to 
provide  (in  lieu  of  logging  each  hour 
segment  of  SCA  programming)  for  a 
single  daily  entry  in  the  SCA  program 
log,  with  additional  entries  to  be  made 
only  to  reflect  changes  in  the  general 
categ(»7  of  programming. 

Finding.  This  suggestion  appears  to 
be  reasonable  and  will  be  adopted. 

(c)  Revise  8  73.295(f),  as  proposed,  to 
exclude  subcarrier  interruptions  of  less 
than  flve  minutes  from  the  SCA  operat¬ 
ing  log. 

Finding.  As  noted  in  Paragraph  10, 
supra,  this  point  was  made  by  another 
party  and  appropriate  changes  are  being 
made  in  the  rule. 

15.  By  way  of  contrast.  Functional 
Music  (WFMF)*  remains  cat^ortcally 
opposed  to  our  proposals  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  Its  principal  arguments,  and  our 
findings  with  respect  thereto,  are  set 
forth  below: 

(a)  The  cost  involved  in  converting  to 
multiplex  would  be  “so  onerous  as  to  be 
ruinous”. 

Finding.  A  great  number  of  simplex 
functional  music  (H>erators  have  con¬ 
verted  to  multiplex,  and  without  ruinous 
consequences  (see  par.  6,  Notice).  No 
other  party  besides  WFMF  has  advanced 
this  claim;  in  the  circumstances,  it  is 
patently  an  argument  for  waiver  of  any 
rule  adopted,  not  against  adoption  of  the 


>  WFMF  turns  on  and  mutes  subscribers’  re¬ 
ceivers  by  Buperaudlble  tones  or  “beeps” 
transmitted  on  subcarrier  frequencies  of  20, 
26  and  35  kc/s  removed  fixxn  tbe  assigned 
main  chsmnel.  The  20  kc/s  “beep”  mutes 
subscribers'  sets  Just  before  commercial  or 
other  spoken  material  la  transmitted.  At  the 
end  of  the  spoken  material,  a  35  kc/s  “beep” 
Is  used  to  activate  the.recelvers  of  those  sub¬ 
scribers  desiring  continuous  music  service; 
25  kc/s  “beeps’*  control  receivers  of  those 
wishing  music  only  during  alternate  quarter 
hours.  WFMF  holds  no  written  authcaiza- 
tlon  to  transmit  control  tones  on  subcarrier 
frequencies. 


rule.*  Indeed,  we  stress  again  one  of  the 
important  considerations  behind  our 
proposal — and  one  which  was  supported 
by  the  cmnments — ^namely,  that  the  sub- 
scriptiosi  background  music  service  can¬ 
not  be  healthily  maintained  on  an  inter¬ 
mixed  (simplex-multiplex)  basis,  and 
that  the  multiplex  segment  would  suffer 
seriously  because  of  its  cmnpetitive  dis¬ 
advantage.*  For  the  reasons  developed  in 
paragraphs  15-17  (and  especially  par. 
17)  of  the  Notice,  and  the  supporting 
comments  in  this  proceeding,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  the  public  interest  would  be 
better  served  by  promotion  of  the  multi¬ 
plex  subscription  backgroimd  music 
service. 

(b)  The  WFMF  background  music 
format,  considered  independently  and 
without  regsird  to  the  fact  that  it  is  pur¬ 
chased  by  subscribers,  is  not  only  suit¬ 
able  for  general  broadcast  exposure  but 
“would  conform  to  all  Commission 
standards  and  might  well  rate  as 
exemplary”. 

Finding.  Here  again  we  think  that 
WFMF  is  not  fully  addressing  itself  to 
our  position — ^namely,  that  the  simplex 
operator  would  appear,  'practically 
sg)eakii^,  inhibited  in  the  discharge  of 
his  vital  licensee  responsibility  to  be  re¬ 
sponsive  to  the  changing  needs  of  the 
community  (see  pars.  10, 12,  Notice) .  We 
stressed  that  our  aim  is  a  prophylactic 
one — to  preserve  and  promote  the  li¬ 
censee’s  ability  to  meet  the  foregoing 
responsibility.*  For  example,  during  its 
90,000  hours  of  simplex  broadcast  opera¬ 
tion,  KMLA  neve):  substituted  a  special 
program  for  the  background  music 
format — ^yet  it  made  frequent  substitu¬ 
tions  to  meet  community  needs  after  it 
converted  to  multmiex  (par.  14,  supra) . 
We  think  that  this  points  up  the  promo- 
tioned  or  prophylactic  purpose  of  the 
rule:  The  Commission,  we  believe,  could 
not  have  intervened  during  these  years  to 
hold  that  such  substitutions  were  re¬ 
quired  in  the  particiUar  circumstances 
of  tills  specialized  FM  broadcast  opera¬ 
tion — ^but  through  its  multiplex  policies, 
it  can  create  an  environment  in  which  he 
can  fairly  and  in  good  faith  make  the 
programing  judgments  called  for  by  the 
1960  Programing  Statement.  For  the 
reasons  developed  in  our  Notice  (pars. 
12-14)  and  supported  in  the  comments, 
we  conclude  that  on  this  ground  also,  the 


^  The  cost  of  conversion  is  estimated  by 
wmF  as  falling  within  the  3150,000/260,000 
range,  based  on  more  than  600  simplex  ac¬ 
counts.  Financial  information  filed  with  the 
Commission  during  the  past  five  years  Indi¬ 
cates  that  WFMF  could  absorb  this  cost  with¬ 
out  undue  financial  hardship.  We  make  no 
finding  In  this  regard,  however,  since  It  Is 
not  directly  relevant  to  the  Issues  of  this 
proceeding,  but  rather  Is  a  matter  pertinent 
to  a  request  for  waiver  of  any  rule  adc^ted. 

•Although  WFMF  does  not  address  Itself 
to  the  competitive  Impact  of  Its  slmplexlng 
on  multiplex  operators  In  the  Chicago  area, 
complaints  on  this  score  have  been  received — 
see  letter  dated  December  0, 1963,  from  Radio 
Station  WKFM.  . 

•  WFMF  also  argrues  that  adoption  of  these 
rules  for  such  a  piupose  amounts  to  censor¬ 
ship  In  violation  of  Section  326  of  the  Act. 
We  think  the  law  is  too  well  settled  to  the 
contrary  to  require  discussion.  See  N£.C.  v. 
l/JS,  319  UJ3. 190  (1943) . 


multii^ex  functional  music  operation 
better  serves  the  public  interest,  if 
WFMF  believes  that  its  present  operation 
serves  the  public  interest,'*  it  may,  as  we 
stated  in  the  Notice,  continue  to  provide 
such  operation  on  its  main  carrier.  As 
we  pointed  out  in  the  Notice  (par.  13) ,  in 
such  circumstances  “the  licensee  will, 
practically  speaking,  be  completely  free 
to  accommodate  what  he  thinks  sire  the 
needs  of  his  area,  and  the  Commission 
could  deal  appropriately  with  any  ques¬ 
tion  of  failure  to  properly  use  that 
freedom  in  particular  cases;  the  basic 
issue  presented  could  be  the  same  as  in 
the  case  of  any  specialized  service  and 
would  be  treated  on  a  case-to-case  basis.” 
Cff.  Herbert  Muschel,  et  al.,  23  RJl.  1059 
(1962). 

(c)  The  public  interest  considerations 
on  which  the  current  proposal  is  based 
are  only  a  different  “verbal  formula”  for 
earlier  amunents  found  to  be  objection¬ 
able  by  the  Court;  therefore,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  foreclosed  from  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  issues  by  the  principle 
of  res  judicata. 

Finding.  As  indicated  in  footnote  2, 
supra,  the  Court  did  not  pass  upon  the 
question  “[wlhether  or  not  CWFMFsl 
functional  music  service  may  be  barred 
as  objectionable  for  reasons  other  than 
its  supposed  status  as  a  nonbroadcast 
service”  (275  F.  2d  at  548-49).  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  such  reasons  do  exist,  and  that 
they  were  adequately  developed  in  the 
Notice  and  in  this  Report.  In  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  simplex  bcu:kground 
music  broadcast  service  accords  with  the 
public  interest,  we  have  taken  into  ac¬ 
count  the  fact  that  during  the  past  six 
years  more  than  400  SCA’s  have  been 
granted  for  multiplex  operation,  and  that 
most  of  the  FM  broadcast  channels  allo¬ 
cated  to  major  markets  have  now  been 
occupied  (thus  warranting  the  adoption 
of  policies  ensuring  the  fullest  possible 
use  of  these  main  channels  to  serve  the 
public).  It  follows  that  WFMF’s  con¬ 
tention  that  the  issues  of  this  proceeding 
are  res  judicata  must  be  rejected. 

(d)  The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  in  the  Pay-TV  case — Connecticut 
Committee  AKainst  Pay-TV  v.  FCC,  3(11 
F.  2d  835  (1962) — is  dispositive  of  the 
issue  of  main  channel  subscription  pro¬ 
graming  by  FM  broadcasters. 

Finding.  An  appeal  was  there  taken 
from  our  decision  to  authorize  a  three 


»•  WFMF’g  deferred  renewal  application 
(File  No.  BRH-367)  lists  the  following  com¬ 
posite  week  percentages: 

Ent^talnment  (mainly  hcu:k- 


ground  music) _ 97.19% 

Religious _ _  .  80% 

News _  1.85% 

Educational _  .16% 

Agricultural _ (None) 

Ehscusslon  _  (None) 

Talks  . . . - _ (None) 


Wo  note  that  WFMF  may  he  able  to 
show  that  Its  background  music  programing, 
which  enjoys  a  substantial  following  in  the 
Chicago  area,  falls  within  the  principle  of 
large  market  specialization  and  Is  grantable 
on  that  basis.  However,  the  WFMF  renewal 
application  Is  not  before  us  In  the  proceeding 
and  we  make  no  findings  with  respect 
thereto. 
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year  trial  of  subscription  television  by 
RKO  Phonevlsion  at  Hartford,  Connecti- 
cut—a  clearly  experimental  operation 
undertaken  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  the  public  advantages  and  disadvan¬ 
tages  of  "pay-TV”.  The  narrow  issue 
before  the  Court  was  whether  we  have 
the  statutory  right  to  authorize  experi¬ 
ments  of  this  nature.  In  afidrming  our 
decision,  the  Court  supported  our  dis¬ 
cretionary  powers  in  this  area  by  noting 
that  “the  Commission  [also]  has  the 
power  to  decline  to  renew  the  license 
once  three  years  have  expired”.  The 
Court  also  noted  that  the  station  trans¬ 
mitting  the  experimental  programs 
(WHCT-TV)  would  devote  the  remain¬ 
ing  hours  to  “free”  television  broadcast¬ 
ing  and  in  so  doing  would  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  28-hour  broadcast  week.  We  find 
WFMF’s  situation  to  be  distinguishable 
from  that  of  RKO  Phonevision  both  In 
facts  and  regulatory  objective,  and  there¬ 
fore  reject  the  contention  that  the  in¬ 
stant  proceeding  is  controlled  by  this 
precedent. 

(c)  The  assumption  that  main  channel 
subscription  *  arrang^ents  cause  a 
broadcaster  to  be  less  sensitive  to  com¬ 
munity  needs  is  a  “phantom  evil”  not 
warranting  adoption  of  a  mandatory 
rule. 

Finding.  We  have  already  set  out  our 
views  on  this  contention  (par.  15(b), 
supra)  and  are  not  repeated  here.  It 
may  also  be  said  that  WFMF’s  conten¬ 
tion  does  not  square  with  the  experience 
of  those  who  have  converted  (see  par.  14, 
supra)  and,  indeed,  is  not  sui^orted  by 
its  own  experience.  With  tiie  exception 
of  special  news  bulletins  and  requiem 
music  carried  on  WFMF  during  part  of 
the  weekend  following  the  assassination 
of  President  Kennedy,  WFMF  has  fidled 
to  show  that  at  any  time  during  the  past 
several  years  has  a  program  of  general 
interest  been  substituted  for  any  part  of 
its  taped  output.^ 

16.  Conclusion.  For  the  reasons  indi¬ 
cated,  we  believe  that  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  supports  the  view  that  the 
public  Interest  will  be  served  by  divorc¬ 
ing  subscription  services  from  main 
channel  FM  broadcasting.  Accordingly, 
except  as  to  the  specific  changes  discussed 
above,  we  affirm  the  tei^tative  conclusions 
expressed  in  the  Notice.  ‘ 

17.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  this 
Report  and  Order,  and  associated  rule 
amendments,  is  contedned  in  s^tions 
301,  303(a),  303(b),  303(e),  303(j),  303 
(r),  and  317(d)  of  the  Conununications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

18.  It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  June 
1964,  that,  effective  December  31,  1964, 
the  Commission’s  Rules  are  amended  as 
set  forth  below ;  and 

19.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  15028  are  hereby 
terminated. 


^It  may  be  that  this  situation  is  an  in¬ 
evitable  byproduct  of  the  web  of  subscrip¬ 
tion  contracts  siurotinding  the  station’s 
main  channel  operation,  from  which  it  de¬ 
rives  the  greater  part  of  its  operating  reve¬ 
nues.  According  to  financial  data  on  file 
with  the  CcHnmission,  WFMP’e  receipts  from 
subscribers  exceed  revenue  from  the  sale  at 
station  time  by  a  substantial  margin. 


(Secs.  4,  301,  803,  317,  48  Stat.  1066,  1081, 
1082,  1089,  as  amended;  47  UJS.C.  154,  301, 
303,  817) 

Released:  June  5,  1964. 

Federal  Coumunications 
Comkission/ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  73 — ^Radio  Broadcast  Services,  is 
amended  as  indicated  below: 

1.  Section  73.261(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  73.261  'Dine  of  operation. 

(a)  All  FM  broadcast  stations  will  be 
licensed  for  unlimited  time  operation.  A 
minimum  of  36  hours  per  week  during 
the  hours  of  6:00  a.m.  to  midnight,  con¬ 
sisting  of  not  less  than  5  hours  in  any 
one  day,  except  Sunday,  must  be  devoted 
to  the  FM  broadcast  oneration.  / 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Add  new  §  73.276  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.276  Permissible  transmissions. 

(a)  No  FM  broadcast  licensee  or  per¬ 
mittee  shall  enter  into  any  agreement, 
arrangement  or  understanding,  oral  or 
written,  whereby  it  imdertakes  to  supply, 
or  j:eceives  consideration  for  supplying, 
on  its  main  channel  a  functional  music, 
background  music,  or  other  subscription 
service  (including  storecasting)  for  re¬ 
ception  in  the  place  or  places  of  business 
of  any  subscriber. 

(b)  The  transmission  (or  interrup¬ 
tion)  of  radio  energy  in  the  FM  broad¬ 
cast  band  is  permissible  only  pursuant  to 
a  station  license,  program  test  authoriza¬ 
tion,  Subsidiary  Communications  Au¬ 
thorization  (SCA)  or  other  specific  au¬ 
thority  therefor. 

3.  Section  73.295  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  73.295  Operati<m  under  Subsidiary 
Commanicationa.AuthcMrizati(m8. 

(a)  Operations  conducted  imder  a 
Subsidiary  Communications  Authoriza¬ 
tion  (SCA)  shaU  conform  to  the  uses  and 
purposes  authorized  by  the  Commission 
in  granting  the  SCA  application.  Prior 
permission  to  engage  in  any  new  or  ad¬ 
ditional  activity  must  be  obtained  from 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  application 
therefor. 

(b)  Superaudible  and  subaudible  tones 
and  pulses  may,  when  authorized  by  the 
Commission,  be  employed  by  SCA  hold¬ 
ers  to  activate  and  deactivate  subscrib¬ 
ers’  multiplex  receivers.  The  use  of  these 
or  any  other  control  techniques  to  delete 
main  channel  material  is  specifically  for¬ 
bidden. 

(c)  In  all  arrangements  entered  into 
with  outside  psuties  affecting  SCA  opera¬ 
tion,  the  licensee  or  permittee  must  re¬ 
tain  control  over  all  material  transmitted 
over  the  station’s  facilities,  with  the  right 
to  reject  any  material  whicdi  it  deems  in¬ 
appropriate  or  undesirable.  Subchannel 
leasing  ^eements  shall  be  reduced  to 
vnriting  and  filed  with  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  §  1.613(d)  of  this  chapter. 


1  Commissioners  Bartley  and  Ford  absent: 
Commissioner  Cox  dissenting. 


(d)  The  logging,  announcement,  and 
other  requirements  imposed  by  S9  73.282. 
73.283,  73.284,  73.287,  73.288,  and  73.289 
are  not  applicable  to  material  trans¬ 
mitted  on  authorized  subcarrier  fre¬ 
quencies. 

(e)  To  the  extent  that  SCA  circuits 
are  used  for  the  transmission  of  program 
materisd,  each  licensee  or  permittee  shall 
maintain  a  daily  program  log  in  which  a 
general  description  of  the  material  trans¬ 
mitted  shall  be  entered  once  during  each 
broadcast  day:  Prodded,  however.  That 
in  the  event  of  a  change  in  the  general 
description  of  the  material  transmitted, 
an  entry  shall  be  made  in  the  SCA  pro¬ 
gram  log  indicating  the  time  of  each 
such  change  and  a  description  thereof. 

(f)  Each  licensee  or  permittee  shall 
maintain  a  daily  operating  log  for  SCA 
operation  in  which  the  following  entries 
shall  be  made  (excluding  subcarrier  in¬ 
terruptions  of  five  minutes  or  less) : 

(1)  Time  subcarrier  generator  is 
turned  on. 

(2)  Time  modulation  is  applied  to  sub¬ 
carrier. 

(3)  Time  modulation  is  removed  from 
subcarrier. 

(4)  Time  subcarrier  generator  is 
turned  off. 

(g)  Program  and  operating  logs  for 
SCA  operation  may  be  kept  on  special 
columns  provided  on  the  station’s  regular 
program  and  operating  log  sheets.  . 

(h)  Technical  standards  governing 
SCA  operation  (§  73.319)  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  by  aU  FM  broadcast  stations  en¬ 
gaging  in  such  operation. 

[F.B.  Doc.  64-6761;  FUed.  June  9.  1964; 
8:60  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15377;  VCC  64-618] 

PART  73~RADiO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  $  73.- 
606,  Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations  (Roscoe-Seneca, 
South  Dakota),  Docket  No.  15377,  RM- 
543. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  adopted  Biarch  11,  1964  (FCX) 
64-214),  looking  toward  amendment  of 
the  Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations  (§  73.606  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations) ,  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  petition  of  the  South  Dakota 
Educational  Association  (“SDETA”  here¬ 
after)  and  M.  F.  Coddington,  State  Su¬ 
perintendent  of  Public  Instruction  of  the 
State  of  South  Dakota. 

2.  Specifically,  petitioners  proposed  to 
assign  Channel  2  as  a  noncommercial 
educational  television  channel  to  Roscoe, 
South  Dakota,  for  the  purpose  of  add¬ 
ing  a  fifth  VHP  channel  to  South  Da¬ 
kota’s  statewide  educational  television 
network.  The  reasons,  inter  alia,  are: 
to  use  such  channel  and  the  network  for 
in-school  educational  programs  to  ame¬ 
liorate  the  teacher  shortage  problem 
particularly  as  to  certain  courses  (Ian- 
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guages)  needed  tor  college  entrance,  and 
to  provide  such  service  to  sparsely  papii- 
lat^  areas.  The  addition  of  this  fifth 
channel  would  give  the  network  a  ci^a- 
bility  of  serving  about  95  percent  of 
South  Dakota’s  entire  population;  this  is 
an  increase  of  about  15  percent.  The 
principal  area  of  population  that  would 
be  served  is  the  second  largest  commu¬ 
nity  in  the  State,  Aberdeen,  population 
23,073,  according  to  the  1960  census. 

3.  The  assignment  as  requested  is 
short  spaced  with  the  site  proposed  by 
the  North  Dakota  State  BoaM  of  Higher 
Education  for  the  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota.  Channel  *2  station  (K*ET-185) . 
See  S  73.611(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  To  obviate  this, 
petitioners  have  made  a  counterproposal 
(see  next  psuagraph)  which  is  endorsed 
by  the  North  Dakota  State  Bocu*d  of 
Higher  Education  in  Reply  Comments, 
filed  April  23, 1964.  Such  solution  is  also 
suggested  by  AMST;  see  Comments  and 
Statement  of  Position,  filed  April  20, 
1964. 

4.  The  coimterproposal  submitted  by 
petitioners  is  to  assign  Channel  *2  to 
Seneca,  South  Dakota,  which  is  located 
about  25  miles  south  of  Roscoe.  A  tele¬ 
vision  station  located  here,  it  is  stated, 
would  be  able  to  serve  the  same  general 
area  as  from  Roscoe  and  Aberdeen  (the 
principal  population  area  desired  to  be 
served)  would  receive  a  Grade  B  signal. 
As  already  noted,  others  interested  in  this 
proceeding  are  in  favor  of  such  counter¬ 
proposal. 

5.  We  conclude  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  would  be  served  by  assiiming  Chan¬ 
nel  2  as  a  ncmcommercial  educational 
televisimi  station  to  Seneca,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  as  now  pr(H>osed,  inasmuch  as  by 
doing  so,  the  further  pressing  needs  of 
education  in  South  Dakota  would  be 
served  thereby. 

6.  Authority  for  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  is  contahied  in  sections 
4  (i)  and  (j) ,  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  effective  July  13,  1964,  the 
Table  of  Assignments  ■  contained  in 
§  73.606  of  the  rules  and  regulations  is 
amended  to  add  the  following  entry  un¬ 
der  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

City  Channel 

Seneca _ *2 

(Sec.  4.  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended:  57  XTjS.C. 
154.  Intopret  at  apply  secs.  303, 307, 48  Stat. 
1082,  1083;  47  UA.C.  303,  307) 

Adopted:  June  3.  1964. 

Released:  July  5,  1964. 

Federal  CoiacumcATiONS 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F,  Waple, 

.  ^  Secretary. 

[FJt.  t>oc.  64-5753;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 
8:50  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

[  8  CFR  Part  3  1 

SUMMARY  DISMISSAL  OF  CERTAIN 
APPEALS  BY  THE  BOARD  OF  IMMI¬ 
GRATION  APPEALS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

June  8.  1964. 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procediire  Act  (60  Stat.  238; 

5  U.S.C.  1003).  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
the  proposed  issuance  of  the  following 
rule  pertaining  to  the  siunmary  denial 
by  the^oard  of  Immigration  Appeals  of 
certain  appeals  and  oral  arguments  re¬ 
quested  in  conjunction  therewith.  The 
changes  made  in  the  departmental  regu¬ 
lations  involve  the  insertion  of  a  new 
subparagraph  (1-a)  in  §  3.1(d)  of  Part  3 
of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

In  accordance  with  section  4(b)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act.  interested 
persons  may  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  relative  to  this  proposed 
rule  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Immigration  Appeals.  Such  representa¬ 
tions  may  not  be  presented  orally  in  any 
manner. 

All  relevant  material  received  within 
twenty  (20)  days  following  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  will  be 
considered. 

Robert  F.  Kennedy, 

Attorney  General, 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  section  103  of  the  Inunigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  66  Stat  173  (8  U.S.C. 
1103),  section  161  of  the  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes  (5  UB.C.  22) ,  and  section  2  of  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  2  of  1950,  §  3.1(d) 
of  Part  3  of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  relating  to  the  powers  of 
the  Board  of  Immigration  Appeals,  is 
hereby  amended  by  inserting  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (1-a)  as  follows: 

§  3.1  Board  of  Immigration  Appeals. 

♦  *  •  •  -  * 

(d)  Powers  of  the  Board.  *  *  * 

(1-a)  Summdry  dismissal  of  appeals. 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section,  the  Board  may 
deny  oral  argument  concerning,  and 
summarily  dismiss,  any  appeal  in  any 
deportation  proceeding  under  .Part  242 
of  this  chapter  in  any  case  in  which  (i) 
the  party  concerned  falls  to  specify  the 
reasons  for  his  appeal  on  Form  I-290A 
(Notice  of  Appeal) ,  (ii)  the  only  reason 
specified  by  the  party  concerned  for  his 
appeal  involves  a  finding  of  fact  or  a 
conclusion  of  law  which  was  conceded 
by  him  at  the  hearing,  or  (iii)  the  appeal 
is  from  an  order  that  granted  the  party 
concerned  the  relief  which  he  requested. 
*  •  *  *  • 

No.  118 - 4 


(Sec.  108  the  Immigration  and  Nationality 
Act.  66  Stat.  178  (8  UA.C.  1108),  sec.  161  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  (5  UA.C.  22) ,  and  sec. 
2  of  BeOTganization  Plan  No.  2  1960,  3  CBTt, 

1949-1953  Comp.  1008,  64  Stat.  1261) 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-6825;  FUed,  June  9.  1964; 
11:54  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU^ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
E21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Food  Starch-Modified,  Industrial 
Starch-Modified;  •  Proposed  Revi¬ 
sion  of  Regulations - 

Comments  and  objections  have  been 
received  relative  to  the  sections  in  the 
food  additive  regulations  dealing  with 
food  starch-modified  and  industrial 
starch-modified.  These  comments  and 
objections  have  been  evaluated  together 
with  a  petition  received  for  proposed 
amendment  of  the  regulations  involved 
and  other  available  data,  and  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  reasonable  grounds  to  justify 
such  amendments  have  been  furnished 
by  interested  persons.  Therefore,  under 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409,  72  Stat.  1784  et  seq.;  21  U.S.C. 
348)  and  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.90;  29  FH.  471),  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Uie  procedure  outlined  in 
S  121.74,  the  Commissioner  proposes  to 
revise  §§  121.1031  and  121.2506  to  read  as 
hereinafter  indicated : 

✓ 

§  121.1031  Food  starch-modified. 

Food  starch-modified  as  described  in 
this  section  may  be  safely  used  in  food. 
The  quantity  of  any  substance  employed 
to  effect  such  modification  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  amount  reasonably  required  to 
accomplish  the  intended  phsrsical  or 
technical  effect,  nor  exceed  any  limita¬ 
tion  prescribed.  To  insure  safe  use  of 
the  food  starch-modified,  the  label  of  the 
food  additive  container  shall  bear  the 
name  of  the  additive  “food  starch-modi¬ 
fied”  in  addition  to  other  information  re¬ 
quired  by  the  act.  Pood  starch  may  be 
modified  by  treatment  prescribed  as 
follows: 

(a)  Food  starch  may  be  acid-modified 
by  treatment  with  hydrochloric  acid  or 
sulfuric  acid  or  both. 

(b)  Food  starch  may  be  bleached  by 
treatment  with  one  of  the  f  oUowing : 

Limitation 

Active  oxygen  obtained  _ 

from  hydrogen  perox¬ 
ide  and/or  peracetic 
acid,  not  to  exceed  0.45 
percent  of  active  oxy¬ 
gen. 


'  Limitation  • 

Chlorine,  aa  sodium  hy-  _ 

I>ochlorlte.  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.0016  pound  at 
chlorine  per  pound  of 
dry  starch. 

Potassium  permanga-  Residual  manga- 
nate,  not  to  exceed  0.2  nese  (calctilated 
percent.  as  Mn),  not  to 

exceed  60  i)curts 
per  million  in 
food  starch-  . 
modified. 

Sodl\un  chlorite,  not  to  - 

exceed  0.5  percent. 

(c)  Food  starch  may  be  oxidized  by 
treatment  with  chlorine,  as  sodium  hy¬ 
pochlorite,  not  to  exceed  0.055  pound  of 
chlorine  per  pound  of  dry  starch. 

(d)  Food  starch  may  be  esterified  by 
treatment  with  one  of  the  following: 

Limitation 

Acetic  anhydride,  not  to  - - 

exceed  6.0  percent. 

Adipic  anhydride,  not  to  - 

exceed  0.12  percent  In 
the  presence  of  not 
more  than  6.0  percent 
acetic  anhydride. 

1-Octenyl  succinic  an-  _ _ _ 

hydride,  not  to  exceed 
3.0  percent. 

1-Octenyl  succinic  an-  - - 

hydride,  not  to  exceed 
2.0  percent,  and  alu¬ 
minum  sulfate,  not  to 
exceed  2.0  percent. 

Phosphorus  oxychloride.  - 

not  to  exceed  0.1  per¬ 
cent. 

Sodium  trlmetaphos-  Residual  phos¬ 
phate.  >  phate  in  food 

starch-modified 
not  to  exceed 
0.04  percent, 
calculated  as 
phosphorus. 

Succinic  anhydride,  not  _ 

to  exceed  4.0  percent. 

Vinyl  acetate  Acetyl  iproups  In 

food  s  t  a  r  c^- 
modified  not  to 
exceed  2.6  per¬ 
cent. 

(e)  Food  starch  may  be  etherified  by 
treatment  with  one  of  the  following : 

Acrolein,  not  to  exceed  0.6  percent. 
Epichlorohydrin,  not  to  exceed  0.3  percent. 
Propylene  oxide,  not  to  exceed  26  percent. 

(f )  Food  starch  may  be  esterified  and 
etherified  by  treatment  with  one  of  the 
following: 

Epichloroh3rdrln,  not  to  exceed  0.3  percent 
In  the  presence  of  not  more  than  5.0  per¬ 
cent  acetic  anhydride. 

Phosphorus  oxychloride,  not  to  exceed  0.1 
percent  in  the  presence  of  not  more  than 
8.0  percent  propylene  oxide. 

(g)  Food  starch  may  be  modified  by 
treatment  with  one  of  the  following: 

Chlorine,  as  sodixun  h3rpochlorlte.  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.056  pound  of  chlorine  per  pound  of 
dry  starch;  0.46  percent  of  active  oxygen 
obtained  frcxn  hydrogen  peroxide;  and 
propylene  oxide,  not  to  exceed  26  percent. 
Sodium  hydroxide,  not  to  exceed  1.0  percent. 
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(h)  Food  starch  may  be  modified  by  a 
combination  of  the  treatments  prescribed 
by  paragraphs  (a)  and/or  (b)  of  this 
section  and  any  one  of  the  treatments 
prescribed  by  paragraph  (c),  (d),  (e), 
(f ) ,  or  (g)  of  this  section,  subject  to  any 
limitations  prescribed  by  the  paragraphs 
named. 

^  •  •  *  •  • 

§  121.2506  Induitrial  atarch-modified. 

Industrial  starch-modified  may  be 
safely  used  as  a  compoiient  of  articles 


(b)  The  following  adjuvants  may  be 
used  as  surface-active  agents  in  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  industrial  starch-modified: 

Polyethylene  glycol  (400)  dllaurate. 
Polyethylene  glycol  (400)  monolaiirate. 
Polyoxyethylene  (4)  laiiryl  ether. 
Polyoxyethylene  (20)  eorbltan  trioleate. 
Sorbltan  monolaurate. 

(c)  To  insure  safe  use  of  the  industrial 
starch-modified,  the  label  of  the  food 
additive  container  «ha-ii  bear  the  name 
of  the  additive  “industrial  starch-modi¬ 
fied,"  and  in  the  instance  of  an  industrial 
starch-modified  which  is  limited  with  re¬ 
spect  to  conditions  of  use,  the  label  of  the 
food  additive  container  shall  contain  a 
statement  of  such  limited  use. 

Any  Interested  person  may,  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20201,  written  com¬ 
ments,  preferably  in  quintuplicate,  on 
this  proposal.  Comments  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof. 

Dated:  June  4,  1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJl.  Doc.  Mr-bl^T,  PUed,  June  9.  1064; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION  ^ 

[  47  CFR  Part  31  1 

[Docket  No.  15494;  FCC  64-486] 

TELEPHONE  COMPANIES, 
CLASSES  A  AND  B 

Uniform  System  of  Accounts;  Pay¬ 
ment  of  Benefits  to  Active  and  Re¬ 
tired  Employees 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  31 
(Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for  Class  A 


intended  for  use  in  producing,  manufac¬ 
turing,  packing,  processing,  preparing, 
treating,  packaging,  tran£g>orttng,  or 
holding  food,  subj66t  to  the  provisions  of 
this  section. 

(a)  Industrial  starch-modified  is  a 
food  starch-modified  or  starch  or  any 
combination  thereof  that  has  been  modi¬ 
fied  by  treatment  with  one  of  the  react¬ 
ants  hereinafter  specified,  in  an  amount 
reasonably  required  to  achieve  the  de- 
sided  functional  effect  but  in  no  event  in 
excess  of  any  limitation  prescribed. 


and  Cfiass  B  Telephone  Companies)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  to  permit  ad¬ 
vance  accruals  by  charge  to  operating  ex¬ 
pense  account  672,  Relief  and  Pensions, 
of  provisions  for  the  pasnnent  of  benefits 
to  active  and  retired  employees  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  those  now  so  permitted.  Docket 
No.  15494  (RM-587) . 

1.  American  Teleph<Hie  and  Telegraph 
Company  (AT&T),  on  behalf  of  itself 
and  its  associated  operating  companies, 
in  a  letter  to  the  Commission  dated 
March  27,  1964  pointed  out  that  the  Bell 
System  company  Plans  for  Employees’ 
Pensions,  Disability  Benefits  and  Death 
Benefits  now  provide,  among  other  «n- 
ployee  benefits,  that  upon  the  death  of  an 
active  employee  or  a  pensioner  there 
^all  be  paid  to  certain  surviving  depend¬ 
ents  a  death  benefit  generally  equal  to 
one  year’s  salary.  At  present,  it  was 
added,  these  costs  are  accounted  for  on 
a  pay-as-you-go  basis;  that  is.  Account 
672,  Relief  and  Pensions,  is  charged  with 
the  amount  of  death  benefits  as  they  be¬ 
come  payable.  The  cost  of  these  bene¬ 
fits  as  a  percentage  of  payroll  has  been 
increasing  and  will  continue  to  increase. 
This  is  especially  true  with  respect  to 
pensioners,  the  number  of  Which  is  now 
in  a  ratio  of  about  1  to  9  active  employ¬ 
ees  and  is  expected  ultimately  to  be  about 
lto4. 

2.  The  now  effective  Bell  company 
Plan  provision  that  a  pensioner’s  death 
benefit  be  equal  to  one  year's  salary  at 
time  of  retirement  is  the  result  of  recent 
change  in  the  Plans.  Formerly,  these 
Plans  provided  that  such  death  benefit 
should  not  be  less  than  the  annual  salary 
at  retirement  reduced  by  10  percent  for 
each  year  that  the  pensioner  lived  be¬ 
yond  the  date  of  retirement  imtil  the 
benefit  payable  reached  an  amount  equal 
to  the  pensioner’s  annual  pension  before 
adjustment  for  social  security  benefits. 
It  is  the  Commission’s  understanding 
that  the  survivors  of  a  pensioner  who  was 
in  that  status  at  the  effective  date  of  the 
recent  change  in  the  Plans  will  not  in 
any  case  be  placed  on  a  par  with  the 
survivors  of  those  who  retire  later  with 
respect  to  death  benefits  as  a  result  of 


such  change;  the  amount  provided  for 
immediately  prior  to  the  change  is  ex¬ 
pected,  however,  to  be  frozen  at  that 
level  by  voluntary  action  of  the  Bell  com¬ 
panies.  i.e.,  the  10  percent  per  year 
reduction  provision  will  no  longer  be 
curative. 

3.  In  view  of  the  above,  AT&T  and  its 
associated  operating  companies  believe 
that,  they  should  now  be  permitted  to 
provide  for  mandatory  death  benefits  to 
active  employees  and  pensioners  through 
payments  into  trust  funds,  with  the 
payments  so  made  being  chargeable  to 
operating  expense  account  672.  They 
assert  that  by  funding  these  benefits 
each  accounting  period  will  bear  its 
share  of  the  cost,  as  it  does  in  the  case 
of  service  pensiori  costs.  This  would  be 
accmnplished  by  accurals  based  on  a 
rate  determined  actuarially  as  a  per¬ 
centage  of  pasrroUs.  The  cost  of  sus¬ 
pending  the  operation  of  the  10  percent 
reduction  per  year  in  death  benefits  as 
to  pensioners  who  were  such  at  the 
time  of  the  change  in  the  Plans,  being 
non-mandatory,  will  continue  to  be  fi¬ 
nanced  on  the  pay-as-you-go  basis. 

4.  It  is  not  entirely  clear  to  AT&T, 
however,  whether  operating  expense 
accrual  accoimting  for  the  funding  it 
desires  would  be  permissible  imder  the 
provisions  of  SS  31.170(b)  and  31.672  (b). 

(d)  and  (e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  as  presently  constituted. 
To  resolve  the  ambiguity,  AT&T,  on  be¬ 
half  of  itself  and  its  associated  operating 
companies,  requests  that  the  Commission 
amend  the  afore-mentioned  sections  of 
its  rules  and  regulations.  In  the  revised 
text  proposed,  the  reference  is  to  “pen¬ 
sions  or  other  benefits,’’  rather  than  to 
“pensions  or  death  benefits,’’  in  order 
to  broaden  the  provisions  of  S§  31.170 
and  31.672  sufBciently  so  that  if  there 
should  be  occasion  in  the  future  to  ac¬ 
crue  in  advance  for  mandatory  obliga¬ 
tions  other  than  those  for  pensions  and 
death  benefits  it  will  not  again  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  amend  Part  31.  The  amend¬ 
ments  proposed  would  be  merely  en¬ 
abling  changes  and  would  not  be  blanket 
approval  to  use  accrual  accounting  for 
any  and  all  benefit  obligations.  Sec¬ 
tion  31.672(d)  gives  the  Commission 
authority  and  opportunity  to  review 
and  approve  or  disapprove  any  future 
proposals  to  apply  accrual  accounting  to 
other  obligations. 

5.  If  the  Commission  decides  that  it 
is  necessary  to  broaden  Part  31  to  per¬ 
mit  accrual  accounting  for  death  bene¬ 
fits,  AT&T  stated  it  would  appreciate 
having  the  Commission  include  in  its 
Report  and  Order  a  provision  that 
carriers  who  wish  to  may  adopt  the  new 
accounting  retroactive  to  the  beginning 
of  calendar  year  1964. 

6.  The  Commission  believes  that  the 
provisions  of  accoimts  170  and  672  in 
Part  31  of  its  rules  are  now  so  worded 
as  not  to  permit  accrual  accounting  for 
active  or  retired  employee  benefits  other 
than  pensions  to  retired  employees, 
termination  allowances  to  employees 
laid  off,  and  necessary  and  warranted 
relief  to  former  employees  which  the 
Commission  does  not  consider  as  cover¬ 
ing  death  benefits.  The  Commission  is 
also  of  the  view  that  the  proposal  of 
AT&T  on  its  face  has  enough  merit  that 


UxtoC  reactants:  Limitations 

6-Dletliylaxnlnoethyl  oblorlde  hydrochlcwlde,  not  to - - - 

exceed  4.0  percent. 

Dlmethylaminoethyl  methacrylate,  not  to  exceed  - - 

8.0  percent. 

Dlmethylol  eth3rlene  tirea,  not  to  exceed  0.376  per-  Indxistrlal  starch  modified  by  this 
cent.  treatment  shall  be  used  only  as 

Internal  sizing  for  paper  and  paper- 
board  intended  for  food  packaging. 

3,3-Epoxypropyltrimetkjlammonium  chloride,  not  - - 

to  exceed  6.0  percent. 

Bthylene  oxide,  not  to  exceed  8.0  percent  of  reacted  - 

ethylene  oxide  in  finished  product. 
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comments  of  interested  and  informed 
persons  should  be  invited  on  the  subject. 

7.  As  a  matter  of  information,  the 
Commission  is  informed  that  on  the 
“pay-as-you-go”  basis  in  use  in  1963 
death  benefits  paid  by  the  Bell  System 
companies  were  almost  $12  million. 
Going  to  the  advance  accrual  basis  as 
is  proposed  would  increase  this  gross 
cost  to  almost  $53  million,  plus  a  rela¬ 
tively  minor  amount,  to  be  accounted 
for  “pay-as-you-go,”  representing  cost 
of  freezing  the  death  benefits  to  the 
survivors  of  pensioners  already  in  that 
status  when  the  recent  change  in  the 
Bell  Plans  was  made  effective.  The 
word  “gross”  is  used  because  it  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  death  benefit  accruals 
if  adopted  will  be  deductible  from  tax¬ 
able  income  for  federal  income  tax  pur¬ 
poses  as  “pay-as-you-go”  payments  have 
been.  The  word  “cost”  rather  than 
“expense”  is  used  because  a  portion  of 
death  benefits  have  been  in  the  past  and 
are  proposed  by  the  Bell  companies  in 
the  future  with  the  accrual  accoimting 
requested  to  be  capitalized  as  a  cost  of 
construction  of  plant  following  employee 
wages  capitalized.  Such  capitalization, 
of  course,  results  merely  in  deferring  the 
treatment  of  some  of  the  payments  as 
an  expense  of  operation.  The  advance 
accruals,  if  adopted,  will  delude  a  sub¬ 
stantial  element  related  to  past  service 
wage  pasments. 

8.  It  may  be  of  interest  that  Western 
Electric  Company,  Inc.,  the  manufactur¬ 
ing  and  supply  purchasing  afiUiate  of  the 
Bell  telephone  operating  companies, 
commenced  in  1955  to  accrue  in  advance 
on  the  basis  of  actuarial  type  studies  to 
provide  for  death  benefits  to  qualified 
beneficiaries  of  deceased  pensioners.  It 
was  not  until  1962,  however,  that  funding 
of  these  advance  accruals  was  com¬ 
menced  so  that  prior  to  1962  only  the 
actual  expenditures  to  beneficiaries  were 
deductible  from  taxable  income.  The 
Bell  telephone  operating  companies 
would  commence  advance  expense  ac¬ 
cruals  and  funding  at  the  same  time  and 
make  this  practice  applicable  to  death 
benefits  paid  on  account  of  active  em¬ 
ployees  as  well  as  pensioners. 

9.  If,  after  considering  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  this  proceeding,  the  Commission 
decides  to  adopt  amendments  to  Part  31 
of  its  rules  of  the  type  requested  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  do  so  by  making  the  exact 
amendments  to  §§  31.170(b)  and  31.672 
(b) ,  (d)  and  (e)  proposed  by  AT&T  in-an 
attachment  to  itsletter  of  March  27, 1964. 


These  changes  are  simple  and  quite  ob¬ 
vious  and  will  not  be  set  out  in  full  here 
in  the  interests  of  brevity. 

10.  We  are  not  proposing  any  changes 
in  our  systems  of  accoimts  for  C^ass  C 
telephone  companies,  for  radiotelegraph 
carriers,  or  for  wiretelegraph  and  ocean- 
cable  carriers  which  are  Parts  33,  34  and 
35  of  our  rules,  respectively.  Class  C 
telephone  companies  under  Part  33  are 
now  at  liberty  to  practice  expense  ac¬ 
crual  accounting  for  death  and  other 
benefits.  We  know  of  no  plans  by  car¬ 
riers  subject  to  either  Part  34  or  Part 
35  to  adopt  expense  cuscrual  accoimting 
for  this  purpose. 

11.  It  is  expected  that  any  rule  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  as  a  result  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permissive  so  that  they  will  not 
be  “alterations  •  *  *  in  the  required 
manner  or  form  of  keeping  accounts”  for 
which  advance  notice  of  effective  date  is 
required  to  be  given  by  section  220(g)  of 
the  Communications  Act.  Accordingly, 
any  rule  amefidments  adopted  will  be 
made  effective  immediately  upon  adop¬ 
tion,  with  a  provision  that  they  may,  at 
telephone  company  option,  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  retroactively  to  a  date  not  earlier 
than  January  1, 1964. 

12.  This  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  is  issued  under  authority  of  sections 
4(i)  and  220  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

13.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  July  6, 1964  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  July  20, 1964.  All 
relevant  and  timely  comments  and  reply 
comments  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  before  final  action  is  taken  in 
this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  decision 
in  this  proceeding,  *  i  Commission  may 
also  take  into  accou.  other  relevant  in- 
.formation  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
specific  comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

14.  In  accordnace  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  statements  or  briefs  shall  ber  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  June  3, 1964. 

Released :  June  5, 1964. 

Federal  CoMinmiCATiONs 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-5755;  PUed,  June  9.  1964; 

8:51  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Parts  3,  23  [New]  ] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  4060;  Notice  64-17A] 

AIRWORTHINESS  STANDARDS;  NOR- 
MAL,  UTILITY,  AND  ACROBATIC 

CATEGORY  AIRPLANES 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed,  in  Notice  64-17  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  14,  1964,  to 
recodify  the  airworthiness  standards  of 
present  Part  3  of  the  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tions  into  Part  23  [New].  That  notice 
stated  that  consideration  would  ^  given 
to  all  comments  received  within  60  days 
after  publication  of  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  Aerospace  Industries  Association 
of  America  has  requested  a  30-day  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  for  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Cessna  Aircraft  Company  has 
also  requested  an  extension.  They  con¬ 
tend  that  an  extension  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  of  the  complex  nature  of  Part  23 
[New]  and  the  fact  that  a  more  compre¬ 
hensive  review  would  be  possible  by  re¬ 
viewing  that  Part  in  conjunction  with 
Part  21  [New],  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  27,  1964.  Part  21 
[New]  contains  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  now  found  in  Part  3. 

I  find  that  the  petitioners  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  proposed  rule,'' 
good  cause  for  the  extension,  and  that 
the  extension  is  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  Hierefore,  the  time  within 
which  comments  on  Notice  64-17  may  be 
submitted  is  extended  to  July  13, 1964. 

Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel:  Attention  Rules  Docket,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20553.  All  comments  received  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  Interested 
persons. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
4, 1964. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-5729;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Sorvico 

[Order  No.  1,  Arndt.  8] 

REGIONAL  CHIEF,  DIVISION  OF  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  ANALYSIS  AND  SERV¬ 
ICES,  AND  REGIONAL  PROCURE¬ 
MENT  OFFICER 

Amendmont  of  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  With  Respect  to  Construction 
Contracting  and  Purchasing 

Section  4  of  Order  No.  1,  issued  Janu¬ 
ary  14.  1963  (28  FJl.  1811)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  Regiorud  Chief,  Division  of 
Management  Analysis  and  Services  and 
Regional  Procurement  Officer.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Chief,  Division  of  Management 
Analsrsls  and  Services,  may  execute,  ad¬ 
minister  and  approve  contracts  not  in 
ezcej»  of  $200,000  for  construction,  sup¬ 
plies.  equipment  and  services.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Procurement  Officer  may  execute 
and  approve  contracts  not  in  excess  of 
$50,000  for  supplies,  equipment  and  serv¬ 
ices.  This  authority  may  be  exercised  by 
these  officers  on  b^ialf  of  any  office  or 
area  for  which  the  National  Capital  Re¬ 
gional  Office  serves  as  the  field  finance 
office,  except  the  National  Capital  Office, 
Design  and  Construction. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  14  (10  FH. 
8824),  as  amended;  30  Stat.  635,  16  U.S.C.. 
See.  2;  National  Ciq>ltal  Region  Order  No.  1 
(28  FJl.  1811).) 

Dated:  May  20,  1964. 

T.  SxjTTON  Jett, 
Regional  Director, 
National  Capital  Region. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-5721;  FUed,  June  0,  1064; 
8:46  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Report  No.  33] 

LIST  OF  FREE  WORLD  AND  POLISH 
FLAG  VESSELS  ARRIVING  IN  CUBA 
SINCE  JANUARY  1,  1963 

Section  1.  The  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  is  making  available  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  Departments  the  following  list  of 
vessels  which  have  arrived  in  (Tuba  since 
January  1,  1963,  based  on  information 
received  through  June  1.  1964,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  those  vessels  that  called  at 
Cuba  on  United  States  Government- 
approved  noncommercial  voyages  and 
those  listed  in  section  2.  Pursuant  to 
established  United  States  Government 
policy,  the  listed  vessels  are  ineligible  to 
carry  United  States  Government- 
financed  cargoes  from  the  United  States. 
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Flag  of  Reoxbtst,  Name  or  Ship 

GroM 

tonnage 

Total— all  flags  (219  ships)  _  1. 615, 261 


British  (81  ships) _  654,340 


Amalia _  7, 180 

•Amazon  River _  7,234 

Ardgem _ _  6, 981 

Ardmore  _  4, 664 

Ardrowan  _  7, 300 

Ardslrod  _  7, 025 

•  •Arlington  Coiirt  (now  Sotith- 

gate — ^British  flag) _ _ _  0, 662 

Athelcrown  (Tanker) _  11,149 

Athelduke  (Tanker) _  0, 089 

Athelmere  (Tanker) _  7, 624 

Athelmonarch  (Tanker) _  11,182 

Athelsultan  (Tanker).. _  9,149 

Avlsfalth  _ _ i _  7, 868 

Baxtergate _ _ _  8, 813 

Beech  Hill _  7, 150 

Canuk  Trader _  7, 161 

Cedar  HUl _  7, 166 

Chlpbee  _  7, 271 

•  •Cosmo  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba 
imder  ex-name.  Ivy  Fair — ^Brit¬ 
ish  flag). 

Dairen _  4,939 

Denmark  Hill _  7, 160 

East  Breeze _  8, 708 

Eastfortune _  8, 789 

Elrlnl _  7,  $02 

Elm  Hill _ I _  7,125 

Fir  Hill _ _  7. 119 

Free  Enterprise _  6, 807 

•Oarthdale _  7,642 

Orosvenor  Mariner _  7,026 

Hazelmoor  _  7, 907 

Hemisphere  _ I _  8, 718 

Ho  Fung -  7,121 

Znchstaffa _  6, 265 

••Ivy  Fair  (now  Cosmo  Trader — 

British  flag) _  7,201 

Kinross  _  5,388 

Kirrlemoor _  6, 923 

Llnkmoor  _  8, 236 

London  Endurance  (Tanker) _  10,081 

London  Glory  (Tanker) _  10,081 

London  Harmony  (Tanker) _  13, 157 

London  Majesty  (Tanker) _  12, 132 

London  Pride  (Tanker) _  10,776 

London  Spirit  (Tanker) _  10, 176 

London  Splendour  (Tanker) _  16, 196 

London  Valom  (Tanker) _  16, 268 

Maple  Hill— V -  7,139 

Maratha  Enterprise _  7, 166 

Mulberry  HIU _  7, 121 

Muswell  Hill _  7, 131 

Nancy  Dee _  6,  697 

•Newforest _  7, 186 

Newgate _  6,  743 

Newgrove _  7, 172 

Newheath _  6, 891 

Newhlll  _  7, 866 

Newlane _  7, 043 

Oak  Hill _  7,139 

Oceantramp _  6, 186 

Oceantravel  _  10,477 

Overseas  Explorer  (Tanker) _  16, 267 

Overseas  Pioneer  (Tanker) _  16,267 

Redbrook _  7, 388 

Ruthy  Ann _  7, 361 

Sandsend  _  7, 236 

Santa  Oranda _  7,229 


*Added  to  Report  No.  32,  appearing  In  the 
Fedkrai.  Registeb  Issue  of  May  27,  1964. 

••Ships  appewlng  on  the  Ust  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  In  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 


Flag  or  Rsgistbt,  Name  of  Ship — Continued 


Gross 

British — Continued  tonnage 

Sea  Coral.^ _  10, 421 

ShlenfQon _ 7,127 

Shun  Fung _ 7,148 

••Southgate  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Arlingtcm  Coiurt — 

British  flag). 

Stanwear _  8, 108 

Streatham  Hill _  7, 130 

Sudbury-  Hill _  7, 140 

Suva  Breeze _ _ _  4, 970 

•Swift  River _  7, 251 

Sycamore  HUl _  7, 124 

Thames  Breeze _  7, 878 

•  •Tlmlos  Stavros  (previous  trips 

to  Cuba  under  Greek  flag) _  5, 269 

Vercharmlan  _  7,266 

Vergmont  -  7, 381 

West  Breeze _  8,718 

Yungfutary _  6, 388 

YUnglutaton _ - _  6, 414 

Zela  M _  7, 237 

Greek  (42  ships) _  326,858 


Agios  Therapon _  6, 617 

Akastos  _  7,331 

Aldebaran  (Tanker) _  12,897 

Alice _ _ _  7, 189 

••Ambassade  (sold  Hongkong 

ship  breakers) _  8,600 

Americana _  7, 104 

Anacreon _  7,359 

AuatoU _ _  7, 178 

••Andromachl  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Penelope—  . 

Greek  flag). 

Antonia _ 6,171 

Apollon _  9, 744 

Armathia  _  7, 091 

Athanasslos  K _  7, 216 

Barbarlno _ _ _  7,084 

CaUlopl  Michalos _  7, 249 

Capetan  Petroe _  7,291 

•  •Embassy  (broken  up)  _  8, 418 

Everest  _  7, 031 

Flora  M _  7, 244 

Gallnl _  7, 266 

Gloria _  7, 128 

Irena  _  7, 232 

Istros  n _  7, 275 

Kapetan  Koetls _  6, 032 

Kyra  Harlklla _  6, 888 

Marla  Theresa _  7, 245 

Marlgo _ _ _  7, 147 

Maroudlo _  7, 369 

Mastro-Stellos  H _  7,282 

••Nlcolaoe  F.  (trip  to  Cuba  under 


ex-name,  Nlcolaos  Franglstas — 
Greek  flag) . 

•■•Nlcolaoe  TTanglstas  (now  Nlco¬ 


laos  F. — Greek  flag) _  7, 199 

••Pamlt  (now  Christos — ^Lebanese 

flag)  . .  3, 929 

Pantanassa _  7, 131 

Paxol  _  7, 144 

••Penelope  (now  Andromachl)—  6,712 

Perseus  (Tanker) _  15,852 

•♦Plate  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba  un¬ 
der  ex-name,  Styllanos  N.  Vlas- 
sopulos — Greek  flag).  ^ 

••Presvia  (broken  up) _  10,820 

Propontis  _  7, 128 

Redestos _ _ _  6. 911 

••Selrlos  (sold  Japanese  ship 

breakers)  _ _ _  7, 239 

Sirius  (Tanker) . . —  16,241 


••Styllanos  N.  Vlaseopvilos  (now 
Plate  Trader — Greek  flag). 
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or  Registbt,  Naics  o»  Ship — Continued  Flag  or  Bkistbt,  Naioi  or  Ship — Continued 

GroM 

Greek— Continued  tonnage  Italian — Continued 

•  ♦Tlmloe  Stayroe  (now  Brltleh  Bmm  Nicola  (Tanker) - - —  12,461 

floe\  _  7,244  Baste  Lucia -  9,278 

TlnT.-ir— - .  7,382  '  =_ 

West^  Trader . -  9,268  Yugoslav  (6  shlpe) .  42,801 


Flag  op  BBOnvntT,  Naio  op  Ship — Continued 
Liberian: 

**  Atlantic  Venture  (trip  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Atlantic 
Friend — Swedlsb  flag) . 

Panamanian: 

**Jezreel  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Tine — ^Norwegian  flag). 

Sec.  2.  In  accordance  with  approved 
procedures,  the  vessels  listed  below  which 
called  at  Cuba  after  January  1,  1963, 
have  reacquired  eligibility  to  carry 
United  States  Government-financed  car¬ 
goes  from  the  United  States  by  virtue  of 
the  persons  who  control  the  vessels  hav¬ 
ing  given  satisfactory  certification  and 
assurance: 

(a)  That  such  vessels  will  not,  thence¬ 
forth,  be  employed  in  the  Cuba  trade  so 
long  as  it  remains  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  discourage 
such  trade;  and 

(b)  That  no  other  vessels  under  their 
control  will  thenceforth  be  employed  in 
the  Chiba  trade,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c) ;  and 

(c)  That  vessels  under  their  control 
which  are  covered  by  contractual  obliga¬ 
tions,  including  charters,  entered  into 
prior ‘to  December  16,  1963,  requiring 
their  employment  in  the  Chiba  trade 
shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  trade  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  consistent  with 
such  contractual  obligations. 

Flag  of  Rxgistbt  and  Name  or  Ship 

a.  Since  last  report:  None. 

b.  Previous  reports: 

Flag  of  registry:  'Number  of  ships 

British  _  10 

Danish _  1 

German  (West) _  1 

Greek  _  16 

Italian _  4 

Japanese _  1 

Norwegian  _  2 

Sec.  3.  The  ships  listed  in  sections  1 
and  2  have  made  the  following  number 
of  trips  to  Cuba  since  January  1,  1963, 
based  on  information  received  through 
June  1 ,1964: 


Bar _ _ 

Cavtat _ 

Otlnje _ 

Dxigl  Otok _ 

Promlna  _ 

••Treblsnjica  (wrecked) 


3,106 
7,266 
6, 997 
7, 285 
6, 989 

7,044  Spanish  (5  ships) 
6,259 
.  .  4, 667 
7, 176 
6,996 
6,324 
4,729 
4,884 

Norwegian  (4  ships) 


Agla  Sophia. 
Aiolos  II_— . 
Ais  Giannis 
Akaznas  — 
Alaska - 

Ant.hM - 

Antonis  — 

Ares  - 

Aretl - 

Arlstefs  — 
Astir - 


Castillo  Ampudia. 


Carnation _ 

«*Christos  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Pamlt — Greek  flag) . 

Claire - 

Crls  _ 

Dimos  - 

Free  Trader - - 

Giorgos  TMclrdglou - : - 

Granikos _ 

Lena  - 

loannis  Aspiotis - 

Kalllopi  D.  Lemos-__ - 

Leftrlc _ 

Malou  _ 

Mantrlc _ 

Marichristlna - 

Marymark - 

Mersinldl  _ 

Mousse _ — _ _ 

Noelle _ 

Noeznl  _ 

Olga - 

Panagos  _ 

Parmarlna  _ 

**Razanl  (broken  up) _ 

Rio _ 


Lovdal  (Tanker) 
Ole  Bratt _ r 


6,411 
6,032 
7, 187 
7,067 
7,240 
7,282 
6, 925 
7,297 
5, 103 
7, 178 
7, 145 
7,256 
7,124 
4, 383 
6,782 
6,984 
7, 251 
7,070 
7, 199 

7, 133  Toubkal - 

6,721 

7,263  Swedish  (2  ships) 
7, 194 
5,  349 
7, 165 
6, 172 
7, 260 
7,066 
7,045 
6, 629 
4,661 
7, 192 
6, 463 
6, 339 
10, 051 


Polyclipper  (Tal 
••Tine  (now 
nian  flag) _ 


French  (4  ships) 


Nelee. 


Moroccan  (4  ships) 


Atlas  __ 
Banora 


**Atlantlc  Friend  (now  Atlantic 

Venture — ^Liberian  flag) _ 

Dagmar _ 


St.  Anthony. 


St.  Nicolas _ 

San  John _ 

San  Spyridon 

Stevo  _ 

Tertrlc _ 

Theologos _ 

Toula _ 

Vassillkl  ____ 

Vastric _ 

Vergolivada  _ 
Yanxilas 


Finnish  (1  ship) : 

Valny  (Tanker) _ 

Chinese  (Formosa) : 

**Comfort  (trip  to  Cuba  imder 
ex-name,  Guinee — ^French  flag). 


Number  of  trips 


Flag  of  registry 


Polish  (13  ships) 
Baltyk _ 


Total 


Bialystok 


By  torn.  . 
Chopin 


British... 

Greek.... 

Lebanese. 


Huta  Florian. 


Italian.... 

Yugoslav. 

Spanish.. 

Danish... 

Finnish-. 

French... 


Huta  Labedy _ 

Huta  Ostrowlec _ 

Huta  Zgoda _ 

Kopalnla  Mlechowice _ 

Kopalnia  Siemlanowlce 

Kopalnla  Wujek _ 

PlEUSt _ 


German  (West) 


Italian  (9  ships) 


Subtotal. 


P(dl8h. 


AchlUe _ 

Airone _ 

Andrea  Costs  (Thnker) _ 

Aspromonte _ 

Giuseppe  GiullettI  (Tanker) 


6, 960 
6, 969 
10,440 
7, 164 
17, 519 
1,696 
7, 173 

**Shlp8  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  ox  have  had  changes  in  name 
Mxd/w:  flag  of  registry. 


Grand  total. 


Notk:  TTlp  totals  in  this  section  exceed  ship  totals  In  sections  1  and  2  because  some  of 
the  ships  made  more  than  one  trip  to  Cuba. 

Dated:  June  2, 1964. 

J.  W.  Gulick, 

/  Deputy  Maritime  Administrator. 

IFM.  Doc.  64-6720;  FUed,  June  9, 1964;  8 :46  am.] 
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NOTICES  « 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  15S39:  FCC  64M-4971 

JAMES  E.  WALLEY 

Order  Granting  Motion  and  Continu¬ 
ing  Hearing  Date 

In  regard  to  application  of  James  E. 
Walley,  Oroville,  California,  Docket  No. 
15339,  Pile  No.  BP-15814;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  ‘‘Motion  for  Extension 
of  Hearing  Date”,  filed  on  May  26,  1964, 
by  counsel  for  the  above-named  apppli- 
cant,  requesting  that  the  presently  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  date  of  May  27,  1964,  be 
extended  to  June  17, 1964; 

It  appearing,  that  on  May  5,  1964, 
bureau  counsel  Informally  requested  a 
supplemental  engineering  exhibit,  and 
that  on  May  2^,  1964,  Uie  same  was  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Broadcast  Biureau;  and, 
it  fiuther  appearing,  that  good  cause  has 
been  shown  for  a  grant  of  the  requested 
relief;  ^ 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  above  ‘‘Motion 
for  Extension  of  Hearing  Date”,  be  and 
the  same  Is  hereby  granted;  that  the 
hearing  date  presently  scheduled  for 
May  27, 1964,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
continued  to  June  17,  1964;  and  this 
order  having  been  directed  to  be  entered 
on  May  27,  1964,  it  is  ordered  nunc  pro 
tunc. 

■  Dated:  June  4, 1964. 

Released:  June 4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-6756;  Filed,  J\me  9,  1964; 
8:61  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND.WaFARE. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
DODINE 

Notice  of  Establishment  of  Temporary 
Tolerance 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408(j),  68  Stat.  516;  21  U.S.C.  346a(J)), 
and  in  accordance  with  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90;  29 
F.R.  471),  notice  is  given  that  at 
the  request  of  American  Cyanamid  Com¬ 
pany,  Princeton,  New  Jersey,  a  tempo¬ 
rary  tolerance  is  established  for  residues 
of  the  fungicide  dodine  (n-dodecylguani- 
dine  acetate)  in  or  on  peaches  grown  in 
New  Jersey  in  the  coimties  of  Atlantic, 
Burlington,  Camden,  Cape  May,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Gloucester,  Monmouth,  and 
Salem,  at  5  parts  per  million.  Included 
in  the  conditions  of  granting  the  tempo¬ 
rary  tolerances  are: 


1.  The  total  amount  of  the  formulated 
fungicide  to  be  used  under  the  experi¬ 
mental  permit  issued  by  the  UH.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  will  not  exceed 
100,000  pounds.  Distributi<m  wUl  be 
under  the  American  Cyanamid  Company 
name. 

2.  The  fungicide  will  not  be  marketed 
for  sale  for  general  use  on  peaches  but 
will  be  su]K>lied  to  qualified  persons,  as 
indicated  in  the  experimental  permit,  for 
bona  fide  experimental  use. 

3.  The  American  Cyanamid  Company 
will  immediately  notify  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  of  any  reports  on 
findings  from  the  experimental  use  that 
have  a  bearing  on  safety.  The  company 
will  also  keep  records  relating  to  manu¬ 
facture,  distribution,  and  performance, 
and  on  request  make  these  records  avail¬ 
able  to  any  authorized  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires  May 
21,  1965.  _ 

Dated:- June  3,  1964. 

Oeo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-6748;  FUed,  Jtine  9.  1964; 

8:49  ajn.] 


EASTMAN  CHEMICAL  PRODUCTS, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives  Adhesives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  1410)  has  been  filed  by  Eastman 
Chemical  Products,  Inc.,  ELingsport,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  proposing  that  f  121.2520  Adhe¬ 
sives  be  amended  by  qifding  2,6-bis(l- 
methylh^tadecyl)  -p-cresol  to  the  list  of 
substances  contain^  therein. 

Dated:  June  4,  1964. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
'  for  Regulations. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-6749;  FUed,  June  9.  1964; 
8:50  ajn.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  HOARD 

[Docket  No.  13777;  Order  No.  E-20899J 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Wa^ngton,  D.C., 
on  the  4th  day  of  June  1964. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Confer¬ 
ence  3-1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates.  Docket  13777,  Agreement 
C.AH.  17456,  Rr-5. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board's  Economic  Regulations, 
an  agreement  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 


riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  Joint 
Conference  8-1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA),  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  (Commodity  Rates 
Board). 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  lATA  memorandum  SFO 
Board/ 10/ JT3 1-Rates  339,  names  an  ad¬ 
ditional  specific  commodity  rate  as 
follows: 

Item  3981 — ^Ifetal  Artware. 

Rate:  201/168  cents  per  kUogram,  mini¬ 
mum  weight  46/100  kUograma,  respectively, 
from  Brisbane  to  West  Ckmst. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act,  provided  that  approval  thereof 
is  ccmditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  C  Ji.B.  17456,  R-5,  is  approved,  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  approval  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board's  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with 
the  Board's  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

~  •  [seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-5768^  FUed.  June  9,  1964; 
8:61  am.] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

ATLANTIC  &  GULF  AMERICAN-FLAG 
BERTH  OPERATORS 

Notica  of 'Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described*  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  ai^roval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  9355  between  the  member 
lines  to  the  Atlantic  &  Gulf  American- 
Flag  Berth  Operators  association,  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  members  of  AGAFBO  may 
meet  as  a  group  to  discuss  credit  and  col¬ 
lection  problems  and  procedures  and  to 
deal  with  inland  carriers  under  this 
agreement  in  connection  with  through 
bills  of  lading  movements  of  military 
household  goods,  personal  effects  and 
military  unaccompanied  baggage  moving 
at  rates,  terms  and  conditions  mutually 
agreed  upon'  with  MSTS  under  Agree¬ 
ment  8086. 

Interested  parties  may'  inspect  this 
agre^ent  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 


NEDLLOYD  LINES  AND  CHINA 
NAVIGATION  CO.,  LTD. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur- 
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NOTICES 


cordanoe.  with  Rule  S(n)  (46  CFR 
1502.73). 

By  the  CoinmissicMi  May  21,  1964. 

[SEAL]  Thomas  Ijsi, 

Secretary, 

[FH.  Doc.  64-5740;  FUed.  June  9.  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  BI64-640] 

ATLAS  CORP. 

Order.  Permitting  Substitution  of  Rate 
Filing,  Providing  for  Hearing  on 
and  Suspension  of  Proposed 
Change  in  Rate 

June  3, 1964. 

On  May  7,  1964,  Atlas  Corporation 
(Atlas)  ^  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  presently  effective  rate 
schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commisision. 
The  proposed  change,  which  constitutes 
an  increased  rate  and  charge,  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  following  designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  Change,  undated. 
Purchaser  and  prod\icing  area:  El  Paso  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Company  (Gallegos  Gallup  Sand 
Unit,  ban  Juan  Field.  San  Juan  Coimty,  New 
Mezloo)  (San  Juan  Basin  Area) . 

Bate  schedule  designation:  Supplement  No. 

1  to  Supplement  No.  11  to  Atlas*  FPC  Gas 
Bate  Schedule  No.  8. 

Effective  date:  Jvine  7. 1964.* 

Amount  of  annual  increase:  (Decrease)  — 
($260)  .* 

Effective  rate:  16.0577  cents  per  Mcf.^* 
Proposed  rate:  14.0577  cents  per  Mcf. 
Pressure  base:  16.026  psia. 

The  rate  filing  of  Atlas  was  tendered 
to  correct  a  previously  filed  periodic  in¬ 
crease  wherein  the  producer  included  a 
1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guarantee  for 
liquids  as  part  of  the  pnH>06ed  rate.  The 
contract  does  uot  provide  for  such  guar¬ 
antee.  The  producer  has  filed  a  correc¬ 
tion  to  its  previously  filed  rate  increase 
by  deleting  the  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  mini¬ 
mum  guarantee  for  liquids.  Atlas’  pro¬ 
posed  periodic  rate  increase,  from  14.0 
cents  to  15.0577  cents  per  Mcf,  was  sus¬ 
pended  by  the  Commission’s  order  issued 
January  22, 1964,  in  Docket  No.  RI64-540, 
until  June  23,  1964.  The  instant  de¬ 
creased  rate  of  14.0577  cents  per  Mcf  is 
proposed  to  be  substituted  for  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  suspended  rate  of  15.0577 
cents  per  Mcf.  We  believe  it  would  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  permit  Atlas  to 
substitute  the  instant  decreased  rate 
filing 'for  a  previous  rate  filing  (des¬ 
ignated  as  Supplement  No.  11  to  Atlas’ 
FPC  Oas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3)  suspended 
in  Docket  No.  RI64-54().  The  suspen- 

*  Address  Is:  200  National  Bank  of  Tulsa 
BuUdlng,  Tulsa  3.  Oklahcxna. 

*  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective 
date  requested  by  the  Bespondent. 

•Previously  reported  amount  of  the  rate 
Increase  was  $264  annually. 

•Bate  suspended  in  Docket  No.  BI64-640 
until  Jime  28.  1964. 

■Inclusive  of  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum 
guarantee  for  Uquids. 


Sion  poriod  for  the  decreased  rate  filing 
to  terminate  concurrently  with  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  (June  23,  1964)  of  Allas' 
CHigInal  filing  in  said  dodcet. 

Atlas’  corrected  rate  filing  does  not  af-. 
feet  the  suspension  ordered  by  the  Com- 
missiem  in  Docket  No.  RI64-540  since  the 
prcHX>sed  decreased  rate  exceeds  the  ap¬ 
plicable  area  price  level  for  increased 
rates  as  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  General  Policy  No.  61-1, 
as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch.  1,  Part  2,  S  2.56) . 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  Good  cause  exists  that  Atlas’  ten¬ 
dered  correctedTate  filing,  designated  as 
Supplement  No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  11 
to  Atlas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3, 
be  permitted  to  be  substituted  for  the  rate 
increase  involved  in  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  RI&4-540,  and  be  suspended 
in  said  docket  until  June  23, 1964,  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  suspension  period  ordered 
therein  for  Atlas’  previous  filing. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter  upon 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  proposed  change,  and  that  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  1  to  Suppl^ent  No.  11  to 
Atlas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3  be 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Supplement 
No.  11  to  Atlas’  PT>C  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
,No.  3  is  hereby  substituted  for  the  pre¬ 
vious  rate  filed  in  Docket  No.  RI64-540. 
and  is  suspended  herein  until  June  23, 
1964. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  (3as  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date,  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  increased  rate 
and  charge  contained  in  Supplement  No. 

1  to  Supplement  No.  11  to  Atlas’  FEK) 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3. 

(C)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Supplement  No.  1  to  Sup¬ 
plement  No.  11  to  Atlas’  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  3  is  hereby  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  until  June  23, 
1964,  and  thereafter  imtil  such  further 
time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  dis¬ 
posed  of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension 
has  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by 
the  Commission. 

(E)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Wa^iing- 
ton,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 


1.8  and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  July  20. 
1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-6716;  Filed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:45  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  G-16684.  etc.] 

DST  EXPLORATION  CORP.  ET  AL. 
Order  Amending  Certain  Orders 

June  3, 1964. 

DST  Exploration  Corporation  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al.  (Successor  to  Hanley  Com¬ 
pany  (Operator),  et  al.).  Docket  No. 
j0’-15694;  DST  E^loration  Corporation 
(Operator),  et  al.  (Successor  to  Sunac 
Petroleum  Corporation  (Operator),  et 
al.).  Docket  No.  G-19233;  Hanley  Com¬ 
pany  (Operator),  et  al.,  and  DST  Ex¬ 
ploration  Corporation  (Operator) ,  et  al., 
Docket  No.  RI60-76;'  Sunac  Petroleum 
Corporation  (Operator) ,  et  al.  and  DST 
Exploration  Corporation  (Operator),  et 
al..  Docket  No.  RI60-114.^ 

In -the  matter  of  (urder  amending  or¬ 
ders  issuing  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  accepting  notices 
of  succession  and  supplements  to  FPC 
gas  rate  schedules  for  filing,  redesignat¬ 
ing  FPC  gas  rate  schedules,  making  suc¬ 
cessor  in  interest  co-respondent,  redesig¬ 
nating  proceedings,  requiring  filing  of 
agreements ,  and  undertakings,  and  ac¬ 
cepting  rider  to  surety  bond  for  filing. 

On  Februsuy  13,  1964,  DST  Explora¬ 
tion  Corporation  (Operator) ,  et  al.  (ap¬ 
plicant),  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  G-15694 
and  G-19233  applications  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  continue  the  sales  of 
natural  gas  authorized  in  said  dockets  in- 
lieu  of  Hanley  Company  (CH>erator),  et 
al.,  and  Sunac  Petroleum  Corporation 
(Operator),  et  al.,*  respectively,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  respective 
applications. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  and  deliver 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to  El 
Paso  Natural  Oas  Company  for  resale 
f^;^  the  Sprayberry  Field  Area,  Mid¬ 
land  County,  Texas,  pursuant  to  con¬ 
tracts  heretofore  designated  as  Hanley 
Company  (Operator),  et  al.,  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  21*  and  Stekoll  Pe¬ 
troleum  Corporation  (Operator),  et  al., 
FPC  Oas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3.’  The 
presently  effective  rates  under  said  rate 
schedules  are  17.1632  and  17.2295  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  respectively,  and 
are  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket 
Nos.  RI60-76,  and  RI60-114,  respective¬ 
ly.  The  last  rates  not  subject  to  refund 
are  10.0  and  11.1056  cents  per  Mcf  at 
14.65  psia,  respectively.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  issued  February  24,  1964, 
in  Docket  No.  G-4653,  et  al.,  erroneously 
stated  the  presently  effective  rates  to  be 
9.0  and  15.5  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia, 

iConsoUdated  with  Docket  Nos.  AB61-1, 
et  al. 

•Formerly  Stekoll  Petroleum  Corporation 
(Operator) ,  et  al. 

■This  rate  schedule  ,b  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  In  Docket  No.  G-15094. 

«  This  rate  TOhedule  la  for  the'  sale  author¬ 
ized  in  Docket  No.  G-19233. 
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Applicant  has  sabmitted  1963,  with  Simac  Petroleum  Corporation  determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
^ssion  to  the  respective  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  in  the  paiding  rate  said  dockets.  Unless  notified  to  the  oon- 
and  has  filed  motions  in  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI60-114;  the  trary  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis- 
160-76  and  RI60-114  to  be  i^une  of  co-respondent.  Stroll  Petro-  sion  within  30  days  fn»n  the  date  of  sub- 
TtHAnf  In  said  nrnrppriinffR  Icum  Corporation  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  is  mission,,  such  agreements  and  xmder- 
iQ«o  nornl  nf  Changed  to  Sunsc  PetToleum  Corporation  takings  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 

1962  the  name  of  S^oll  (Op^ator) .  et  al,.  and  the  the  rider  to  accepted  for  Ming, 

rporation  was  changed  to  surety  bcmd  is  acc^ted  for  filing;  (E)  Applicant  shall  comply  with  the 
um  Ck>rporation.  On  May  proceeding  is  redesignated  refunding  and  reporting  procedure  re- 

EUJ  Petroleum  Corporation  accordingly.  qulred  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 

der  to  the  surety  bond  filed  (p)  within  30  days  from  the  issu-  9  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder, 
I.  RI60-114  to  reflect  the  ance  of  this  order,  Applicant  shall  ex-  and  Api^icant’s  agreonents  and  under- 
le.  ecute,  in  the  form  set  out  below,”  and  takings  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  RI60-76  and 

otice,  no  petition  to  inter-  shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com-  RI60-114  shall  remain  in  fuU  force  and 

>f  intervention,  or  protest  niission,  acceptable  agreements  and  un-  effect  until  discharged  by  the  Commis- 

ng  of  the  applications  in  dertakings  in  Docket  Nos.  RI60-76  and  sion. 

-almfioA  on/I  Ytoji  RI60-114  to  assure  refund  of  any  (P)  The  notices  of  succession  and  sup- 

j-iooy4  a  amounts,  t^ether  with  interest  at  the  plements  to  the  related  rate  schedules 

rate  of  seven  percent  per  annum,  col-  are  accepted  for  filing,  and  said  rate 
ssion  finds:  lected  in  excess  of  the  amoiuits  to  be  schedules  are  redesignated,  all  as  follows: 


Former  designation  and  description  and 
date  of  instrument 


Effective 

date 


Docket  No. 


Hanley  Co.  (Operatw),  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate 
^Schedule  No.  21. 

Supplement  Nos.  1-11  to  above. 

Notice  of  succession  2-11-64 _ _ _ _ 

.Assignment  1-16-63 _ _ _ 

Assignment  4-4-63 . . . . . 

StekoU  Petroleum  Coip.  (Opcoatw),  et  al.,  FPC. 

Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3. 

Supplement  Nos.  1-3  to  above. 

Nonce  of  succession  2-11-64 _ 


A^giunent  11-14-63 


Assignment  12-19-63. 


By  the  CommisslcMi. 
[seal] 


Joseph  H.  OimaDE, 
Secretary. 


[FJl.  Doc.  64-5716;  FUed,  Jvaie  9, 1964;  8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  RI64-577  etc.]  Washington  Avenue,  Madison,  Wiscon- 

MURCHISON  TRUSTS  ET  AL. 

in  Docket  No.  CP64-229,  pursuant  to  sec- 
Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and  ticm  7(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  order  of  the  Commission ^ectii^  Michi- 
in  Rates;  Correction  '  ~ 

May  14,  1964. 

Murchison  Trusts  (Operator),  et  al. 

Docket  Nos.  RI64-577,  et  al. 

(Operator) ,  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI64-583. 


gan-Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Michigan- Wisconsin)  to  extend  its  ex¬ 
isting  transportation  facilities  (fn»n  its 
Marshfield-Appleton  line),  to  estaldish 
A.  N.  Brown  physical  connection  of  such  facilities 
with  fsuiilities  proposed  to  be  constructed 
In  the  Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  by  Applicant,  and  to  sell  natural  gas  to 
id  Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Applicant  for  distribution  in  Manawai 
ates,  issued  January  31,  1964,  and  pub-  Wisconsin,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
jhed  in  the  Federal  Register  February  the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis- 
1964  (FR.  Doc.  64-1224;  29  FR.  1857)  sion  and  open  to  public  inspection, 
lange  footnote  ^TO”  to  footnote  “5”  in  Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
le  chart,  after  Docket  No.  RI64-583,  A.  operate  a  distribution  system  in  the  town 
.  Brown  (Operator) ,  et  al.,  opposite  the  of  Manawa,  Wisconsin,  as  well  as  1.8 
4te  shown  as  14.0536.  miles  of  4-lnch  pipeline  extending  from 

Joseph  H.  GuTRms,  Manawa  to  a  city  gate  measuring  and 
Secretary.  regulating  station,  at  which  point  con- 

?  p,  Doc  64--57i8‘  FUed  Jtine  6  1964*  Hcctlon  Will  be  made  With  the  facilities 
.JI.  DOC.  64^718  F^  June  «,  1964,  requested  to  be  Constructed  and  operated 

by  Michlgan-Wisconsln. 

The  application  refiects  the  three  year 
annual  and  maximum  day  requirements 
(Mcf  at  14.73  psla)  of  Manawa  to  be  as 
follows; 


[Docket  No.  CP64-228] 

WISCONSIN  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Notice  of  Application 

June  3,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Power  and 
lighft  Company  (Applicant),  122  West 

*FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


62,755 

619 


DST  exploration  cwporar 
tion  (Operat<»'),  et  al. 

Rate  schedule 

Supplement 

2 

2 

,  1-11 

2 

12 

2 

13 

3 

3 

1-3 

3 

4 

3 

5 
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The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  trails- 
mission  and  distribution  facilities  for  the 
project  at  the  end  of  the  third  year  is 
$181,778,  the  cost  of  which  will  be  de- 
irayed  from  cash  on  hand  or  funds  bor¬ 
rowed  from  the  sales  of  seciuities  as  may 
be  necessary  as  a  part  of  Applicant’s 
overall  construction  program. 

State  authorization  for  the  pn^iosed 
distribution  system  and  related  facilities 
was  obtained  from  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Wisccmsin  on  March  23, 
1964. 

On  April  24, 1964,  Michigan  Wisconsin 
filed  an  answer  to  the  application  and 
stated  therein  it  had  no  objection  to  the 


entry  of  an  order  requiring  it  to  provide 
the  requested  service  and  to  construct 
2  miles  of  4-tneh  lateral  connecting  Its 
system  to  the  inxiposed  facilities  of  the 
Applicant. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  in  this  proceeding  masr 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Omnmis- 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  apd 
procedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  June  25, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  GurRmc, 
Secretary, 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-6719;  filed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  Noe.  BI64-767,  etc.]> 

MARATHON  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates;  ^  and  Aiiowing  Rote 
Changes  To  Become  Effective  Sub- 
feet  to  Refund 

June  3, 1964. 

The  above-named  Respondents  have 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
presently  effective  rate  schedules  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  The  pro-* 
posed  changes,  which  constitute  in- 
'  creased  rates  and  charges,  are  designated 
as  follows:  , 


Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

Rate 

Sup- 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount 

Date 

Effective 
date  ■ 

Datesus- 

Cents  per  Mcf 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

ple- 

ment 

No. 

dl  annual 
increase 

filing 

tender^ 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

pended 

until— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

RI164-767.. 

Marathon  Oil  Oo., 

639  South  Main 
Street,  Findlay, 

Ohio,  46840,  Attn: 
Mr.  K.  Joseph  Op- 
perman. 

Brace  Anderson,  et  al., 
980  Petroleum  Club 
BuQding,  Denver, 
Colo. 

25 

■ 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Jicabllls 
Field,  Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(1^  Juan  Basin  Area). 

$723 

6-  4-64 

*6-  4-64 

*6-  6^ 

12.0 

**12  2296 

R 164-788... 

8 

■ 

El  Pa^  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Basln-Da- 
kota  Pool,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (San  Juan  Basin  Area). 

660 

6-11-64 

*6-11-64 

*6-12-64 

*13.0 

1*114.0 

R164-76e... 

Bharplee  and  Co. 
Properties  (Opera¬ 
te),  et  al. 

Suite  1001, 1700  ftnad- 
way,  Denver,  Colo., 
80m,  Attn:  Mr. 
Samuel  Butler,  Jr. 

1 

11 

Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co.  (Wor- 
land  Field,Washakie,  and  Big  Horn 
Counties,  Wyo). 

18,669 

5-  4-64 

*6-  4-64 

*6-  6-64 

“10.6 

(**13.0 

Rate  in 
effect  sub* 
Ject  to 
refund  in 
docket 
Nos. 


*  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  afto*  expiration  of  the  required  statat<»7 
notioe. 

I  The  suspension  period  is  limited  to  1  day. 

*  Tax  reimbursement  increase.  Partial  reimbursement  for  full  2.56  percent  New 
Mexico  Emergency  School  Tax. 

>  Presaire  is  15.026  psia. 


*  Poiodic  rate  increase. 

^  Indusive  of  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guarantee  for  liquids. 

*  Favored-nation  rate  increase. 

*  Fractured  rate. 

**  Base  rate  10.0  cents  plus  0.6  cent  maximum  delivery  pressure  adjustment. 


Marathon  Oil  Company  (Marathon) 
requests  an  effective  date  of  Felmiary  1, 
1964,  for  its  proposed  rate  increase. 
Aruce  Anderson,  et  al.  (Anderson),  re¬ 
quest  that  their  proposed  rate  filing  be 
made  effective  as  of  January  1, 1964,  the 
contractually  provided  effective  date,  and 
Sharpies  and  Company  Properties  (Op¬ 
erator),  et  al.  (Sharpies),  request  that 
their  proposed  rate  increase  be  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  of  May  4, 1964,  the 
date  of  filing.  Good  cause  has  not  been 
shown  for  waivhig  the  30-day  notice  re¬ 
quirement  provided  in  section  4(d)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  permit  an  earlier  ef¬ 
fective  date  for  the  aforementioned  pro¬ 
ducers’  rate  filings  and  such  requests  are 
denied. 

Marathon’s  proposed  rate  increase  re¬ 
flects  partial  reimbursement  for  the  full 
2.55  percent  New  Mexico  Oil  and  Gas 
Emergency  School  Tax  which  was  in¬ 
creased  from  2.0  percent  to  2.55  percent 
on  April  1,  1963.  The  buyer,  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Cmupany-  (El  Paso)  has  pro¬ 
tested  the  rate  increase  filed  by  Mara¬ 
thon.  El  Paso  questions  the  right  of 
Marathon  under  the  tax  reimbursement 
clause  to  file  a  rate  increase  reflecting 
tax  reimbursement  computed  on  the 
basis  of  an  increase  in  tax  rate  by  the 
New  Mexico  Legislature  in  excess  of  0.55 
percent.  While  El  Paso  concedes  that  the 
New  Mexico  tax  legislation  effected  a 
higher  tax  rate  of  at  least  0.55  percent, 
they  claim  there  is  controversy  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  new  legislation  ef¬ 
fected  an  increased  tax  rate  in  excess  of 


0.55  percent.  Under  the  circumstances, 
we  shall  provide  that  the  hearing  pro¬ 
vided  for  herein  for  Marathon  shall  con¬ 
cern  itself  with  the  contractual  basis  for 
the  producer’s  rate  flUng  which  El  Paso 
has  protested.  However,  the  suspension 
period  for  Marathon’s  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease  may  be  shortened  to  one  day  from 
June  4,  1964,  the  date  of  expiration  of 
the  required  statutory  notice.  Mara¬ 
thon’s  proposed  increased  rate  is  below 
the  applicable  area  ceiling  price  for  in¬ 
creased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended,  but  is  suspended 
because  of  El  Paso’s  protest  with  respect 
to  the  tax  reimbursement. 

Anderson  did  not  include  as  part  of  his 
proposed  rate  the  contractually  provided 
for  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guarantee 
for  liquids.  The  addition  of  this  mini¬ 
mum  guarantee  of  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  to 
the  base  rate  plus  the  periodic  increase 
results  in  a  total  rate  in  excess  of  13.0 
cents  per  Mcf  area  ceiling  for  increased 
rates  in  the  San  Juan  Basin  Area.  We 
believe,  in  this  situation,  Anderson’s  rate 
filing  should  be  suspended  for  one  day 
from  Jime  11, 1964,  the  date  of  expiration 
of  the  requir^  statutory  notice. 

Sharpies  propoised  favored-nation  rate 
increase  does  not  exceed  the  applicable 
area  price  lev^  as  set  forth  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended.  The  proposed 
rate,  being  iower  than  the  contractually 
authorized  rate,  is  considered  to  be  a 
’’fractiured”  rate.  Had  Sharpies’  instant 


filing  been  accompanied  by  a  waiver  of 
the  right  to  file  for  a  further  rate  in¬ 
crease  above  the  ceiling  level,  we  would 
not  suspend  the  instant  filing.  But  in 
the  absence  of  such  a  waiver,  or  a  con¬ 
tractual  amendment  substituting  the  13.0 
cents  per  Mcf  rate  in  place  of  the  now 
contractually  authorized  rate,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  Sharpies’  rate  filing  should  be 
suspended  for  one  day,  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Cwn- 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  contractual  basis  for  Marathon’s 
proposed  rate  filing  which  El  Paso  has 
protested,  as  well  as  hearings  as  to  the 
statutory  lawfulness  of  the  increased 
rates  and  charges  contained  in  Ander¬ 
son  and  Sharpies’  proposed  rate  filings, 
and  that  the  above  designated  supple¬ 
ments  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly 
sections  4  and  15  thereof,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR,  CJh.  I),  public 


1  Does  not^  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  matters  herein. 
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hearings  shall  be  held  upon  di^  to  be 
fixed  by  notices  from  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerning  the  contractual  basis  for  Mara¬ 
thon’s  proposed  rate  filing  which  El  Paso 
has  protested,  and  the  statutory  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  rates  and  charges  contained 
in  Anderson  and  Sharpies’  proposed 
rate  supplements. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  above-designated  rate  sup¬ 
plements  are  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  the  dote  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  above  “Date  Su^ended 
Until”  column,  and  thereafter  imtil  such 
further  time  as  they  are  made  effective 
In  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
simPlements  to  the  rate  schedules  filed 
by  Respondents,  as  set  forth  above,  shall 
become  effective  subject  to  refund  on 
the  date  and  in  the  manner  herein  pre¬ 
scribed  if  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  the  issuance  of  this  order  Respondents 
shall  each  execute  and  file  under  its 
above-designated  docket  number  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  its 
agreement  and  undertaking  to  comply 
with  the  refimding  and  reporting  pro¬ 
cedure  required  by  the  Natural  Qas  Act 
and  S  154.102  of*  the  regulations  there¬ 
under,  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
showing  service  of  copies  thereof  upon 
an  purchasers  under  the  rate  schedule 
involved.  Unless  Respondmits  are  ad¬ 
vised  to  the  coAtrary  within  15  days 
after  the  filing  of  their  respective  agree¬ 
ments  and  undertakings,  such  agree¬ 
ments  and  undertakings  shsdl  be  deemed 
to*  have  been  accepted. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
C(»nmission,  neither  the  suspmided  sup- 
pl^ents,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  (ff  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  ’of  Intervention  ot  peti- 
ti(His  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rulra 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CPR  1.8 
and  1.37(f)  on  or  before  July  20,  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gtruunx, 

Secretary. 

[PJR.  Doc.  64-6717;  Filed,  June  9,  1984; 

8:45  am.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

June  5,  1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CPR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Lomg-amd-Short  Haul 

PSA  No.  39066:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Southern  Motor  Carriers.  Piled 
by  Southern  Motor  Carriers  Rate  Con¬ 
ference,  agent  (No.  92),  for  interested 
^^iers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 


moving  on  class  and  ccmimodity  rates 
over  j<Ant  routes  <ff  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  Bouth- 
mi  territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  Middle  Atlantic  and  New  lihgland  ter¬ 
ritories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motortruck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  18  to  Southern 
Motor  Carriers  Rate  Conference,  agent, 
tariff  MP-I.C.C.  1272. 

PSA  No.  39067 :  Fresh  meats  and  pack¬ 
inghouse  products  from  Darr,  Nebr. 
Filed  by  Western  Trunk  Line  Committee, 
agent  (No.  A-2364),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  fresh  meats  and 
packinghouse  products,  in  carloads, 
from  Darr,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Southern 
territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  10  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 
I.C.C.  A-4518. 

PSA  No.  39068:  Sodium  silicate  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Piled  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4523),  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sodium  silicate, 
other  than  dry,  in  tank  carloads,  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  Kingsport  and  Ford- 
town,  Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  174  to  Southern' 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-116. 

PSA  No.  39069:  Bituminous  coal  from 
Alabama  mine  origins.  Piled  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4524) ,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  bituminous 
coal,  in  carloads,  from  mines  in  Alabama, 
to  Summerville,  Trion,  LaPayette,  Rock 
Springs,  Missionary  Ridge,  and  Chick- 
amauga,  Ga. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  ccnnpeti- 
tion  and  origin  rate  relationship. 

Tariff:  Supplement  87  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-39. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-5730;  FUed,  June  9,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  306] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

June  5, 1964. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CPR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  parsons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  C49  CPR  211.1(d)  (4) ) . 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CPR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 


Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  .convenience 
.in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  50034  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  COU-‘ 
RIER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Logansport,  Ind., 
filed  May  25,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Detroit, 
Mich.,  over  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  60,  thence 
over  Michigan  Highway  60  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  27  to  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  ttiat 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  from 
Detroit  over  U.S.  Highway  112  to  Cold- 
water,  Mich.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  Fort  Wasme,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  176), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (Western 
Greyhound  Lines  Division) ,  Market  and 
Fremont  Streets,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
94105,  carrier’s  attorney:  W.  T.  Mein- 
hold,  371  Market  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  94106,  filed  May  25,  1964.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  unnumbered  highway 
(Dakota  Creek)  over  Interstate  Highway 
5  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
(Femdale\  Road) ,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  FT-om  the  International 
Boundary  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States  over  U.S.  Highway  99  to 
Seattle,  Wash.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FJEl.  Doc.  64-5731;  FUed.  June  9,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  646] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 
CARRIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARD¬ 
ER  APPLICATIONS  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

June  5, 1964. 

Section  A.  The  following  publications 
are  governed  by  the  new  §  1.247  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1963,  which  became  effective 
January  1, 1964. 

Section  B.  The  following  publications 
are  governed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
including  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
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NOTICES 


governing  notice  of  filing  of  applications 
tgr  motor  carriers  of  property  or  passen¬ 
gers  or  brokers  under  sections  206,  209, 
and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  certain  oUxer  proceedings  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  ajn.,  U.S. 
standard  time  (or  9:30  ajn.,  local  day¬ 
light  saving  time,  if  that  time  is  ob¬ 
served),  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assighko  por  Oral  Hearing 
AND  Prehearing  Conferences 

SECTION  A — ^KOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  55236  (Sub-No.  86).  filed  May 
22.  1964.  AppUcant:  OLSON  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
1970  South  Broadway,  Oreen  Bay,  Wis. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  T allow  and 
grease,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
points  in  Iowa,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and 
those  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of 
Indiana  Highway  14,  to  points  in  Aurora 
Township,  Kane  County,  HI.,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Michigan  and  those 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  In¬ 
diana  Highway  14,  to  Chicago,  HI. 

HEARING:  June  17. 1964,  at  the  Mid¬ 
land  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Exami¬ 
ner  William  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  108859  (Sub-No.  39).  filed 
June  1,  1964.  Applicant:  CLAIRMONT 
TRANSFER  CO.,  a  corporation,  1803^ 
7th  Avenue  North,  Escanaba,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Eugene  L.  Cohn.  I 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transportlngi  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives.  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
serving  the  plant  site  of  The  Godfrey 
Company,  located  at  Waukesha,  Wis.,  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route 
operations. 

HEARING:  July  10,  1964,  at  the  UB. 
Courtrooms,.  Madison,  Wis.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  96. 

SECTION  B — MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  28478  (Sub-No.  23).  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1963.  .Applicant:  GREAT 
LAKES  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation, 
172  Davenport  Street,  Saginaw,  Mich. 
AiH>licant’s  attorney:  Rex  Eames,  1800 
Buhl  Building,  Detroit.  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment) .  (1)  between  the  junction  of 
Michigan  Highway  46,  and  UB.  Highway 
131  and  the  junction  of  Michigan  High¬ 
way  46  and  66,  over  Michigan  Highway 
46.  serving  no  intermediate  or  off -route 
points,  (2)  between  Greenville,  Mich., 
and  the  junction  of  Micdiigan  Highways 
57.  and  66,  over  Michigan  Highway  57, 
jserving  no  intermediate  or  off-route 
points,  (3)  between  the  junction  of 
Michigan  Highways  57,  and  47,  and  the 
junction  of  UB.  Highway  27,  and  Michi¬ 


gan  Hifdiway  57,  over  Michigan  Efis^way 
57,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  (4)  between 
Three  Rivers  and  Coldwater,  Ml<di.,  over 
Michigan  Highway  86,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  or  off -route  points,  and  (5)  be¬ 
tween  the  junction  of  Mchigan  High¬ 
ways  66  and  61,  and  the  junction  of  U.S. 
EOghway  27,  and  Michigan  Highway  61, 
over  Michigan  Highway  61,  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off-route  points. 

Note:  The  service  as  proposed  above  In 
(1)  thru  (6)  is  tor  operating  convenience 
only  in  connection  with  applicant’s  authcar- 
ized  regular  route  operations. 

HEARING:  July  10,  1964,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  76. 

No.  MC  48958  (Sub-No.  66) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  22.  1963.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS- 
CAUFQRNIA  EXPRESS.  INC.,  510  East 
51st  Avenue,  Denver  16,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Morris  G.  Ctobb,  Post 
Office  Box  9050,  Amarillo,  Tex.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  and  contaminating  to  other 
lading)  (1)  between  Hobbs,  N.  M^..  and 
Witco,  N.  Mex.,  as  follows:  From  Hobbs 
over  New  Mexico  Highway  18  to  junction 
Loop  18  approximately  six  (6)  miles 
north  of  Eimice,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over 
Loop  18  to  Witco  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  between  Lubbock,  Tex., 
and  Witco.  N.  Mex.,  as  follows:  From 
Lubbock  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  jimc- 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  385  to  junction  with  Texas 
Highway  176,  thence  over  Texas  High¬ 
way^  176  to  junction  with  New  Mexico  176, 
thence  over  New  Mexico  Highway  176  to 
jimction  with  New  Mexico  Highway  18, 
thence  over  New  Mexico  Highway  18  to 
junction  with  Loop  18  iqiproximately  six 
(6)  miles  north  of  Eimice,  thence  over 
Loop  18  to  Witco  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  and  (3)  serving  the  site  of  the 
Continental  Carbon  Company  plant  at 
Witco.  N.  Mex.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  regular- 
route  operations. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1964,  at  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation  Cmnmission, 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
33,  or,  if  the  joint  Iraard  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Lyle  C. 
Farmer. 

No.  MC  48958  (Sub-No.  68),  filed 
November  29,  1963.  Applicant:  tt.t.t- 
NOIS-CAUFORNIA  EXPRESS,  INC., 
510  East  5l8t  Avenue,  Denver  16,  Colo., 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Morris  G.  Cobb, 
221  Barfield  Building,  1300  Grant  Street, 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  the  Commission,  livestock,  cmn- 
modities  in  bulk,  those  requiring  special 
equiixnent.  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading),  between 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and  E2  Paso,  Tex., 
fnxn  Albuquerque,  over  U.S.  Highway  85 


(Interstsite  Highway  25)  to  El  Paso  (and 
also  trom  Albuquerque  to  Las  Cruces.  N. 
Mex.,  over  the  above  route  specified,  and 
thence  over  New  Mexico  H^hway  28  to 
its  intersection  with  New  Mexico  High¬ 
way  273,  thence  over  New  Mexico  High¬ 
way  273.  to  El  Paso,  and  return  over  the 
same  route),  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  July  14.  1964.  a^  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation,  Commission, 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  33,  or,  if  the  joint  board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Lyle  C.  Parmer. 

No.  MC  76032  (Sub-No.  180),  filed 
October  1,  1963.  Applicant:  NAVAJO 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver  23,  Colo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  O.  Russell  Jones,  Post 
Office  Box  1437,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transp<Hilng:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
Cannon  Air  Force  Base  located  near 
Clovis.  N.  Mex.,  as  an^off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  regular- 
route  (^rations. 

.HEARING:  July  13,  1964,  at  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation,  Commission. 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
87,  or.  if  the  joint  board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Lyle  C. 
Farmer. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
October  16. 1963.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  foods,  (includ¬ 
ing  fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices  and 
vegetable  juices  and/or  concentrates 
thereof),  in  mixed  shipments  with 
canned  goods,  (including  fruit  juices  and  ^ 
vegetable  juices  and/or  concentrates  ‘ 
thereof,  'not  p-ozen),  (2)  frozen  foods 
(including  fniit  juices  and  vegetable 
juices  and/or  concentrates  thereof),  in 
mixed  shipments  with  commodities  ex¬ 
empt  from  economic  regulations  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  203(b) 
(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
(3)  canned  goods  (including  fruit  juices 
and  vegetable  juices  and/or  concentrates 
thereof,  not  frozen) ,  in  mixed  shipments 
with  commo^ties  exempt  from  economic 
regulations  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  203  (b)(6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  (4)  canned  goods  in¬ 
cluding  fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices 
and/or  concentrates  thereof,  not  frozen) , 
and  (5)  frozen  foods  including  fruit 
juices  and  vegetable  juices  and/or  con¬ 
centrates  thereof) ,  from  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona,  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi.  Georgia,  Florida,  and 
Alabama. 

Non:  OornTnon  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  July  27, 1964,  at  the  Pick¬ 
wick  Motor  Inn,  McGee  and  10th, 
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Wednesday,  June  10,  1964 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Examiner  Lacy 
W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  107064  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
December  18, 1963.  Applicant:  STEEI^ 
tank  lines,  INC.,  2808  Fairmount 
Avenue,  Post  OfBce  Box  2998,  Dallas, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Hugh  T. 
Mathews,  630  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 
Dallas,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  and  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  El  Paso,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Arizona. 

HEARING:,  July  16,  1964,  at  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation  Commission, 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  127,  or,  if  the  joint  board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Lyle  C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  108228  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
October  22,  1963.  Applicant:  J.  A. 
miles,  JR.,  304  East  Refolds  Street, 
Plant  City,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
Naugatuck,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  July  20,  1964,  at  the  U.S. 
Courtrooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Theodore  M.  Tahan. 

No.  MC  113463  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
November  14,  1963.  Applicant:  CON- 
TRACrr  CARRIERS,  INC.,  830  Broadway 
NE.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  87102.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  John  P.  Dwyer,  606 
Bank  of  New  Mexico  Building,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over,  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  Gtolden,  Colo., 
to  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above-described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  July  13,  1964,  at  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation,  Conunission, 
Santa  Fe.,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  125,  or,  if  the  joint  board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Lyle  C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  61),  filed 
September  23 , 1963.  Applicant :  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  707  Market  Street, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Thomas  Eiilroy,  1250  Federal  Bar  Build¬ 
ing.  1815  H  Street  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dried 
sewerage  sludge,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana.  Iowa  and 
Missouri,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
incidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used 
in  transporting  the  above  named  com¬ 
modity,  on  return. 

HEARING:  July  21,  1964,  in  Room 
1620,  New  Federal  Building..  1520  Market 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  befoie  Examiner 
Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
September  18,  1963.  Applicant:  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  CARRIER  CORPORA'nON, 
502  East  Bridgers  Avenue,  Aubumdale, 
Pla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  M.  Craig 
Massey,  223  South  Florida  Avenue,  Post 
OfiOce  Box  586,  Lakeland,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 


tran^rting:  (1)  Frozen  foods  (includ¬ 
ing  fruit  juices  anit  vegetdble  juices  and 
concentrates  thereof)  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  canned  goods  (including 
fruit  juices  and  vegetid>le  juices  thereof 
and  concentrates  thereof,  not  frozen), 
(2)  frozen  foods  (including  fruit  juices 
and  vegetable  juices  and  concentrates 
thereof)  in  mixed  shipments  with  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  203(b)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  (3)  canned  goods  (including 
fruit  juices  and  vegetaJble  juices  and  con¬ 
centrates  threof,  not  frozen)  in  mixed 
shipments  with  commodities  exempt 
from  regulations  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  (4)  canned  goods 
(including  fruit  juices  and  vegetable 
juices  and  concentrates  thereof,  not 
frozen) ,  and  (5)  frozen  foods  (including 
fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices  and 
concentrates  thereof),  from  points  in 
California  and  Arizona,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  July  27, 1964,  at  the  Pick¬ 
wick  Motor  Inn,  McGee  and  10th,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  before  Examiner  L^y  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  117766  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1963.  Applicant:  SAM 

BLAIR,  doing  business  as  R.  &  S. 
BROKERAGE  COMPANY,  Post  Office 
Box  1027,  5508  Guadalupe  ’Trail  NW., 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Dale  Walker,  Bank  of  New  Mexico 
Building,  Albuquerque.  N.  Mex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cooked  frozen  veg¬ 
etables,  (1)  from  Watsonville,  Salinas, 
San  Martin,  San  Jose,  Santa  Clara, 
Modesto,*  Fresno,  Sanger,  Patterson,  and 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Albuquerque,  N. 
Mex.,  and  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  <2)  from  Au¬ 
burn,  Mt.  Vernon,  Arlington,  and  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wa^.,  to  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and 
(3)  from  Seattle.  Wash.,  to  Durango, 
Colo.,  and  El  Paso,  Tex., 

HEARING:  July  17,  1964,  at  the  New 
Mexico  State  Corporation  Commission, 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Examiner  Lyle 
C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  118196  (Sub-No.  11) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  6,  1963.  Applicant:  RAYE  & 
COMPANY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  613,  Carthage,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Harry  Ross,  Warner 
BuUding,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  foods,  including 
fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices  and 
concentrates  thereof,  in  mixed  shipments 
with  canned  goods  including  fruit  juices 
and  vegetable  juices  and  concentrates 
thereof,  not  frcoen;  (2)  frozen  foods,  in¬ 
cluding  fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices 
and  concentrates  thereof,  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  commodities  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act;  (3)  canned  goods, 
including  fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices 
and  concentrates  thereof,  not  frozen,  in 


mixed  shipments  with  commodities  ex¬ 
empt  from  economic  regulation  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  203(b)(6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act;  (4) 
canned  goods,  including  fruit  juices  and 
vegetable  juices  and  concentrates  there¬ 
of,  not  frozen;  and  (5)  frozen  foods,  in¬ 
cluding  fruit  juices  and  vegetable  juices 
and  concentrates  thereof,  from  points  in 
CTalifomia  and  Arizona,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  (Seor^^a,  Florida, 
Alabama,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  fcicilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above-described 
commodities  in  (1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  and 
(5)  above,  on  retum> 

HEARING:  July  27,  1964,  at  the  Pick¬ 
wick  Motor  Inn,  McGee  and  10th  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
HinjBly. 

No.  MC  120725  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6, 1963.  Applicant:  HOMER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  S’TORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  Hammond 
Lane,  Post  Office  Box  84,  Plattsbiirgh, 
N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Household 
goods,  (1)  between  points  in  Clinton 
Coimty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  Essex,  Franklin,  and 
St.  Lawrence  Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York. 

HEARING:  July  17.  1964,  at  the  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Customhouse,  Platts¬ 
burgh,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner  Allen  W. 
Hagerty. 

No.  MC  124485  (Sub-No.  1)  (REPUB- 
LICA'nON),  filed  August  1,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  August 
22. 1962,  and  republished  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ALASKA  BARGE  AND  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  525  Third  Avenue, Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska.  Ai^licant’s  attorney:  Alan 
F.  Wohlstetter,  One  Farragut  Square 
South,  Washington  6,  D.C.  By  cq)plica- 
tion  filed  August  1,  1962,  amended  as 
hereinafter  shown,  applicant  seeks  a  per¬ 
mit  authorizing  operation,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,'  over  irreguletr 
routes,  of  general  commodities  for  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Defense  and  mov¬ 
ing  on  Government  bills  of  lading,  in 
seasonal  operations  extending  from  May 
1  to  September  30,  both  inclusive  of  each 
year,  between  tidewater  beachlanding 
sites  and  specified  DEW  Line  and  Mona 
Lisa  sites  in  Alaska.  An  amendment  of 
the  application,  submitted  by  letter,  was 
accepted  by  the  joint  board;  which  elimi¬ 
nates  the  restriction  that  movements  of 
traffic  be  handled  on  Government  bills  of 
lading,  and  provides  for  service  for  the 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  and  for  service  to  addi¬ 
tional  points  in  Alaska.  A  report  of  the 
Commission,  decided  May  14,  1964,  and 
served  May  22,  1964,  finds  the  proposed 
operation  to  be  that  of  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle;  and  that  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of  general  commodities,  in 
seasonal  operations  extending  from  April 
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1  to  November  30,  both  dates'lnclusive,  of 
each  3rear,  between  beachlanding  irites 
in  Alaska  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  DEW  Line  and  Mona  Lisa  sites 
at  or  near  the  following  points;  Shemya, 
Tin  City,  Lisbume,  Point  Burrow,  Barter 
Island,  Newenham,  Romanzof,  Unalak- 
leet.  North  East  Cape,  Cape  Beauford, 
Point  Lay,  Icy  Cape,  Wainwright,  Peard 
Bay,  Simpson  Ls^oon,  Lonely  Lagoon, 
Kogru  River,  Oliktok  Point,  Point  Mc¬ 
Intyre,  Bullen  Point,  Brownlow  Point, 
Demarcation  Point,  Saint  Paul  Island, 
Hoonah,  Takutat,  Yakataga,  Duncan 
Canal,  Boswell  Bay,  Middleton  Island, 
Cold  Bay,  Driftwood  Bay,  Nikolski,  Cape 
Simson,  Pitt  Point,  North  River,  Cape 
Sarichef,  Port  Moller,  Port  Heiden, 
Nome,  Aniak,  King  Salmon,  Metlakatla, 
McGrath,  Kotzebue,  Pire  Island,  Sit- 
Icinak,  Scotch  Cap,  Dillingham,  Plati¬ 
num,  St.  George  Island,  Attu,  CHtmble, 
Savoonga,  Port  Clarence,  St.  Michael, 
Nash  Harbor,  Smugglers  Cove,  Ocean 
Cape,  and  Point  McKenzie,  Alaska;  that 
applicant  is  fit.  willing,  and  able  properly 
to  perform  such  service  and  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder;  that 
an  appropriate  certificate  authorizing 
such  operation  should  be  granted,  sub¬ 
ject,  to  the  conditions  (1)  that  the  au¬ 
thority  granted  to  transport  dangerous 
explosives  should  be  limited,  in  point  of 
time,  to  a  period  expiring  5  years  from 
the  effective  date  of  the  certificate;  and 
(2)  that  a  correct  notice  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  any  interested 
person  will  be  permitted  to  file  an  ap¬ 
propriate  petition  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  such  republication. 

No.  MC  125899,  filed  December  20, 1963. 
Applicant:  JOHN  McCABE,  1804  South 
27th  Avenue,  Phoenix.  Aiiz.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Pete  H.  Dawson,  4453 
East  Piccadilly  Road,  Hioenix  18.  Ariz. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Stone,  includ¬ 
ing  building  stone,  (a)  from  points  in 
Yavape^,  Maricopa,  Coconino.  Pima,  and 
Yuma  Counties,  Ariz.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  (b)  from  points  in  California  to 
points  in  Apache,  Cochise,  Coconino, 
Maricopa.  Navajo,  Pima,  and  Yavapai 
Counties,  Ariz.;  (2)  lumber,  (a)  from 
Medford,  Ashland,  White  City,  Wolf 
Creek,  Grants  Pass.  Glendale.  Riddle, 
Dillard,  Roseburg  Remote,  Cottage 
Grove,  Eugene,  Portland,  Tillamook,  and 
Wilbur,  Oreg.,  and  Redding,  Ukiah, 
Eureka.  Susan^le,  and  Hoopa,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Apache.  Cochise,  Coconino, 
Maricopa,  Navajo,  Pima,  and  Yavapai 
Counties,  Ariz.,  (b)  from  points  in 
Apache.  Coconino,  and  Navajo  Counties, 
Ariz.,  to  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Riverside, 
Orange,  San  Bernardino,  Ventura,  San 
Francisco.  San  Mateo,  and  Santa  Clara 
Counties,  Calif. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  Per-' 
mlt  MC  117821,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
he  involved. 

HEARING:  July  21,  1964,  at  the  Ari¬ 
zona  Corporation  Commission,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  225,  or,  if 
the  Joint  board  waives  its  right  to  par^- 
ipate,  before  Examiner  Lyle  C.  Farmer. 


MOTCHl  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  124736  (Sub-No.  4) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1963.  Applicant:  CHAR¬ 
LOTTE  LAMENDOLA.  doing  business  as 
POWER  CITY  BUS  LINE,  151  Center 
Street,  Massena,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Raymond  A.  Richards.  35 
Curtice  Park,  Webster,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  the  same  vehicle,  between  Mas¬ 
sena,  N.Y.,  and  the  port  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near  St. 
Regis,  N.Y.,  from  Massena,  N.Y.,  over 
New  York  EUghway  37  to  Raquette  River, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway 
37C  to  Rooseveltown,  N.Y.,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  37  to  Hogansburg, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  an  unnamed  route  to 
port  of  entry  on  the  international  bound¬ 
ary  line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  or  near  St.  Regis,  N.Y.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1964,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Courtroom.  UB.  Post  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
AUki  W.  Hagerty. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

No.  MC  71219  (PETmON  FOR  COR¬ 
RECTION  OF  CERTIFICATE),  filed 
May  22,  1964.  Petitioner:  FRIEDMAN 
TRANSFER  AND  CONSTRUCTION 
CO.,  INC.,  Oakdale.  Pa.  Petitioner’s  at¬ 
torney:  Noel  F.  George,  44  Blast  Broad 
Street,  Coliunbus,  Ohio.  Petitioner  held 
a  Certificate,  issued  September  25,  1941, 
authorizing  operations  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier, 
transporting:  “St^  and  steel  articles, 
between  points  in  Mahoning  and  Trum¬ 
bull  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginniiig  at  the 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  219  to 
Lantz  Comers,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  E:ane.  Pa.,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  321  (formerly  un¬ 
numbered  highway)  to  Wilcox,  Pa., 
thence  along  UB.  Highwc^  2l9  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maiyland  State  line.” 
This  certificate  was  reissued  on  July  29, 
1957,  and  the  operating  authority  con¬ 
tain^  in  the  paragraph  “steel  and  steel 
articles’’  above-described,  was  exactly 
the  same  and  described  the  area  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  as  “on  and  west  of  a  line.’’  On 
August  12.  1957  the  certificate  was  again 
reissued  and  at  that  time  was  described 
to  read:  “on  the  west  of  a  line  beginning,’’ 
etc.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
requests  that  a  corrected  certificate  be 
issued  to  read  as  follows:  “5fee2  and  steel 
articles,  between  points  in  Mahoning  and 
Trumbull  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Lantz  Comers,  Pa.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Kane,  Pa.,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  321  (for¬ 
merly  unnumbered  highway)  to  Wilcox, 
Pa.,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  219  to 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line.’’ 
Any  person  or  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 


ticipate  in  this  proceeding  may,  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  this  publication, 
become  a  party  to  this  proceeding  by  fil¬ 
ing  representations  supporting  or  oppos¬ 
ing  the  relief  sought  by  petitioner. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
^  210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  mles  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  under 
sections  5(a)  and  21Ga(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
proceedings  with  respect  thereto  (49 
CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8642  (AC  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION.  INC.— CONTROL  AND  MERG¬ 
ER— PERTH  AMBOY  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  AND  DOBBIE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC.),  published  in  the  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1964,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  384.  Correction  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  March  11,  1964.  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  3262.  Peti¬ 
tion  filed  May  25,  1964,  to  Include  AL¬ 
BERT  R.  FINK  and  LILLIAN  E.  FINK, 
as  party  applicants. 

No.  MC-F-8762  (CX^SSITT  MOTOR 
EXPRESS.  INC.— PURCHASE— F.  &  P. 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.  (INTERNAL 
REVENUE  SERVICE.  SUCCESSOR  IN 
interest ) ) ,  published  in  the  June  3, 
1964,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  on 
page  7265.  Application  filed  June  1, 1964, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-6763.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  740  South  Reading  Avenue,  Boyer- 
town.  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
certain  property  of  PENN-JERSEY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  158,  Collegeville, 
Pa.,  and  for  acquisition  by  WINFIELD  A. 
WEST,  also  of  Boyertown,  Pa.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  representative: 
John  W.  Frame.  Post  Office  Box  626, 2207 
Old  Gettysburg  Road,  Camp  Hill,  Pa. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  excepting, 
among  others,  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  iMilk,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  a  r^ular  route,  between  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  Collegeville,  Pa.,  serving 
intermediate  and  off -route  points  within 
4  miles  of  Collegeville;  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  exceptions  as  specified  above, 
over  irregular  routes,  between  College¬ 
ville,  Pa.,  and  points  within  2  miles  there¬ 
of,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey;  household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Collegeville,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  within  30 
mUes  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey,  and  New 
York;  and  printing  supplies,  from  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey 
south  and  west  of  a  line  extending  from 
Trenton  to  Atlantic  City,  including  the 
points  named.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land.  New  Jersey,  Virginia",  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Ohio,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro- 
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llna,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
Vermont,  Ma^e,  New  Hampshire,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  CJolorado,  Kansas,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8764.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WORSTER  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  East  Main  Road,  Rural  Delivery  No. 

1,  North  East,  Pa.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  MOTORWAY  COR¬ 
PORATION,  131  Matzinger  Road,  Toledo 

12,  Ohio,  and  for  acquisition  by  DAVID 
B.  WORSTER,  W.  Lake  Road,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  1,  North  East,  Pa.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  W.  Knox, 

23  West  Tenth  St.,  Erie,  Pa.  Operatii^ 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Glass 
containers  and  caps,  covers,  disks  or  tops 
therefor,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
south  of  New  York  Highway  13,  from 
Port  Ontario  to  Pulaski,  N.Y.,  and  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  from 
Pulaski,  N.Y.,  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line;  glass  containers,  caps, 
covers,  disks  and  tops,  and  flberboard 
boxes,  corrugated  or  knocked  down  fiat, 
from  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Erie 
County,  Pa.;  and  glass  bottles,  glass  jars, 
and  caps,  covers,  disks  and  tops  therefor, 
and  flberboard  boxes,  from  Fairmont,  W. 
Va.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  (except  East 
Riverton,  Trenton  and  points  within  25 
miles  of  New  York,  N.Y.)  and  that  part 
of  New  York  north  of  New  York  Highway 

13,  from  Port  Ontario,  to  Pulaski,  N.Y., 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  from  Pu¬ 
laski,  N.Y.,  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  (except  Yonkers  and 
New  York,  N.Y.) .  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York.  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  West  Virginia, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine,  Minnesota, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-8765.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MILTON  K.  MORRIS,  INC., 
9547  Walley  Avenue,  Philadelphia  15,  Pa., 
of  the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
MILTON  K.  MORRIS,  9547  Walley  Ave¬ 
nue,  Philadelphia  15,  Pa.,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  MILTON  K.  MORRIS,  EMMA 
JAME  MORRIS,  both  of  9547  Walley 
Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  CHARLES 
E.  MORRIS,  9559  WaUey  Avenue,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  V.  Baker  Smith, 
2107  Pldelity-Phila.  Trust  Building,  Phil¬ 
adelphia  9,  Pa.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Carbonated  beverages, 
as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  certain 
points  in  New  York,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
and  New  Jersey;  groceries  and  grocery 
store  supplies,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  points  hi  New 
Jersey;  canned  goods,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Maryland  east  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  nonaU 


coholic  beverages,  other  than  carbonated, 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Maryland,  within 
75  miles  of  RiUadelphia;  such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and,  in  connecticm  therewith,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  bu^ess,  between  certain 
points  in  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and 
Pennsylvania,  between  points  in  the 
above  territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.,  Newark, 
N.J.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  Baltimore, 
Bel  Air,  and  the  canning  district  in  the 
vicinity  of  Aberdeen,  Md.;  and  fruits, 
vegetables,  farm  products,  poultry,  and 
seafood,  in  the  respective  seasons  of  their 
production,  from  points  in  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  New  York,  and 
Maryland,  to  points  in  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Vendee  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  However,  CHARLES  E. 
MORRIS,  doing  business  as  MORRIS 
TRUC3KING,  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  It  Is  expected  that 
CHARLES  E.  MORRIS,  will  receive  stock 
if  this  application  is  granted.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-8766.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  OIL  TRANSPORT  COMPAQ, 
East  U.S.  Highway  80,  Abilene,  Tex.',  of 
BRAZOS  TRANSPORT  CO.,  Post  Office 
Box  2031,  East  U.S.  Highway  80,  Abilene, 
Tex.,  and  for  acquisition  by  B.  R. 
OAMBLIN,  also  of  Abilene,  Tex.,  of  con¬ 
trol,  of  BRAZOS  TRANSPORT  CO., 
through  the  acquisition  by  OIL  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY.  Applicants’ attorney: 
Reagan  Sayers,  Century  life  Building, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  76102.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled:  Authority 
applied  for  in  No.  MC-126089,  covering 
the  transportation  of  building  materials, 
gypsum,  and  materials  and  supplies, 
us^  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  thereof,  as  a  contract  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  the  plant  sites 
of  National  Gypsum  Company  within  a 
five  (5)  mile  radius  of  Rotan,  Tex.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  and 
Oklahoma.  OIL  TRANSPORT  COM¬ 
PANY,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Elansas,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  and 
Arizona.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b).  t 

No.  MC-P-8767.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  THE  YOUNGSTOWN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  825  West  Federal  Street, 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  44501,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  and  certain  property  of 
CHICAGO,  MICHIGAN  &  EASTERN 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  9625  South 
Colfax  Avenue.  Chicago  17^  HI.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  WILLIAM  F.  WOLFF,  also 
of  Youngstown.  Ohio,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  John  P. 
McMahon,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Colum¬ 
bus  15,  Ohio,  and  James  F.  Flanagan,  111 
West  Washington  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI. 


Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  excepting, 
among  ottiers,  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  between  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  points  in  the  CHICAGO,  ILL., 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  1  M.C.C.  673;  iron  and  steel, 
and  articles  made  thereof,  between 
points  in  the^CHICAGO,  ILL.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
in  1  M.C.C.  673,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  certain  points  in  Michigan, 
between  Portage,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  certain  points  in 
Michigan;  and  roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  between  points  in  the  CHICAGO, 
ILL.,  commercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and  Chicago 
Heights,  Ill.,  and  Lowell,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain  points 
in  Michigan.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  West  Virginia.  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Michigan,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut.  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-8768.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  GEORGE  ANDREW  BROWN¬ 
ING,  JR.,  1321  Southeast  Water  Ave¬ 
nue,  Portland  14,  Oreg.,  of  SITES  SIL¬ 
VER  WHEEL  FREIGHTLINES,  INC., 
1321  Southeast  Water  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land  14,  Oreg.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Moe  M.  Tonkon,  Public  Service  BuUdipg, 
Portland  4,  Oreg.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  controlled:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  between 
Boardman,  Oreg.,  and  Stanfield  Junction, 
Oreg.,  serving  idl  Intermediate  points, 
between  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Heppner, 
Oreg.,  serving  certain  intermediate 
points,  between  Maupin,  Oreg.,  and  Gold- 
endale.  Wash.,  serving  all  intermediate 
and  certain  off -route  points,  between 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Harrisburg,  Oreg., 
between  Newport,  Oreg.,  and  Lebanon, 
Oreg.,  between  Halsey,  Oreg.,  and  Browns¬ 
ville,  Oreg.,  between  Corvallis.  Oreg.,  and 
Yachats,  Oreg.,  serving  certain  interme¬ 
diate  and  off-route  points,  between  New¬ 
port,  Oreg.,  and  Waldport,  Oreg.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  between  Lebanon, 
Oreg.,  and  the  C.C.C.  Camp  near  Cas- 
cadia,  Oreg.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  between  Baker,  Oreg.,  and  Hells 
Canyon  Dam  Site  (near  Homestead), 
Oreg.,  between  Portland,  Or^.,  and  Dal¬ 
las,  Oreg.,  between  Salem,  Oreg.,  and 
Scio,  Oreg.,  serving  certain  interme¬ 
diate  and  off-route  points,  between  Stay- 
ton,  Oreg.,  and  West  Stayton,  Oreg.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  three 
alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only;  general  commodities,  except 
those  of  imusual  value,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  (other  than  whole  grain), 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  Portland,  Oreg.,  points 
in  Oregon,  and  Vancouver,  Wash.,  be¬ 
tween  Vancouver,  Wash.,  and  The  Dalles. 
Oreg.,  serving  all  intermediate  and  cer¬ 
tain  off-route  points,  between  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  30  with  the  Wasco 
County  Bridge  (at  a  point  approximately 
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8  miles  east  of  Tlte  Dalles,  Oreg.),  and 
the  junction  of  UJS.  Highway  830  with 
an  unniunbered  Washington  highway 
(near  the  north  end  of  the  Wasco  CounW 
Bridge) ,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
general  commodities,  except  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  betweai  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Salem,  Oreg.,  serving  all  in- 
term^iate  points;  general  commodities, 
between  Salem.  Oreg.,  and  Idanha,  Oreg., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  within  re¬ 
striction,  and  the  off -route  point  of  Tur¬ 
ner.  Or^.,  restricted  against  the  pick¬ 
up  and  delivery  of  commodities  of 
unusual  value,  class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  d^ned  by  the  (Tom- 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  eq^ipment.  and 
those  injiuious  or  contaminat4ng  to  other 
lading;  fruit,  grain,  vegetables,  wool,  and 
lumber  between  The  Dalles,  Or^.,  and 
Portland,  Or^.,  serving  all  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  in  Washington  on 
and  within  1  mile  of  a  specified  route; 
malt  beverages,  and  fruits  and  vegeta¬ 
bles,  from  Spokane,  Wash.,  to  Portland, 
Oreg.,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
The  D^es,  Oreg.;  malt  beverages,  from 
Spokane,  Wash.,  to  La  Grande,  Oreg., 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Pendle¬ 
ton,  Oreg.,  restricted  to  delivery  only, 
from  Spokane,  Wash.',  to  Klamath  Falls, 
Oreg.,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Bold.  Oreg.;  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
citing,  among  others,  household  goods, 
but  not  exciting,  ciunodlties  in  bulk, 
over  irregular  rout^,  between  The  Dalles. 
Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Klickitat  County,  Wash. ;  grain, 
betwei  points  in  Oregon  within  125 
miles  of  The  Dalles,  Oreg.,  Including  The 
Dalles;  livestock,  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties,  and  farm  machinery,  between  points 
In  Wheeler,  Morrow,  Gilliam,'  Grant,  and 
Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  those  in 
Yakima,  Benton,  Columbia,  and  Walla 
Walla,  Counties,  Wash.;  and  agricultural 
commodities,  building  material,  livestock, 
flour,  and  feed,  between  points  in  Uma¬ 
tilla  County,  Oreg.,  and  those  in  Colum¬ 
bia,  Garfield,  and  Walla  Walla  Counties, 
Wash.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(b). 

Nora:  This  application  will  be  heard  to¬ 
gether  with  No.  MC-F-6633  (BROWNING 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL.,  INVESTIGA¬ 
TION  OF  CONTROL),  on  July  27,  1964,  at 
Boise,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-P-8769.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CEL  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  Post  Office  Box  447,  Latrobe,  Pa.,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
JOHN  H.  PRESTON,  Rural  Delivery  No. 
2,  Mount  Pleasant,  I^.,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  ROSE  F.  LIZZA  and  CHARLES 
£.  LIZZA,  JR.,  both  of  Latrobe,  Pa.,  of 
control  of  such  rights  and  property 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  and  Delisi, 
Wick  b  Vuono,  1515  Park  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  15222,  and  John  V.  Bowser 
and  Bowser  &  Berman,  1130  Porter  Build¬ 
ing,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  15210.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Tallow, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  Irregular  routes,  from  Mas¬ 
sillon,  Neffs,  Carey.  Marietta,  Troy, 
Cleveland,  Defiance,  and  Akron,  Ohio, 


Wheding  and  Morgantown,  W.  Va.,  and 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
from  Pitt^nirgh,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore.  Md., 
RESTRICTION:  The  service  authorized 
herein  is  siffiject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  limited  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts  with  Jacob  Stem  li 
Sons,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  ccurier 
shall  maintain  a  system  of  accoimts  cov¬ 
ering  his  operations  as  a  contract  carrier 
s^arate  from  those  covering  his  other 
operations;  and  carrier  shall  not  trans¬ 
port  commodities  as  a  private  carrier  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  those  transported  as  a  for-hire  car¬ 
rier.  Vendee  holds  no  authority  from 
this  Commission.  However,  its  control¬ 
ling  stockholders.  ROSE  R.  LIZZiA  AND 
CHARLES  E.  LIZZA.  JR.,  own  the  ma¬ 
jority  stock  of  C.  E.  LIZZA,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  447,  Latrobe,  Pa.,  which  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier  in  all  States  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska.  California,  Hawaii. 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon.  Washington,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia).  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
imder  section  210a<b) . 

No.  MC-P-8770.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  C.  E.  LIZZA,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  447,  Latrobe,  Pa.,  of  (TEL  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  Post  Office  Box  447, 
Latrobe,  Pa.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
ROSE  F.  LIZZA,  and  CHARLES  E. 
LIZZA,  JR.,  both  of  Latrobe.  Pa.,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  CEL  TRANSPORTATION  CO^ 
through  the  acquisition  by  C.  E.  LIZZA, 
INC.  Applicants’  attorneys:  Henry  M. 
Wick,  Jr.,  and  Delisi,  Wick  b  Vuono,  1515 
Park  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  15222. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled: 
In  pending  Docket  No.  MC-P-8769,  CEL 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  seeks  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  operating  rights  and  property 
of  JOHN  H.  PRESTON,  in  Docket  No. 
M(T-119469,  covering  the  transportation 
of  tallow,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Massillon.  Neffs,  Carey,  Marietta, 
Troy,  Cleveland,  Defiance,  and  Akron, 
Ohio,  Wheeling  and  Morgantown,  W. 
Va..  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Philadelphia. 
Pa.,  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore. 
Md.,  RESTRICTION:  The  service  au¬ 
thorized  herein  is  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Jacob  Stem  &  Sons,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia. 
Pa.;  carrier  shall  maintain  a  system  of 
accounts  covering  his  operations  as  a 
contract  carrier  separate  from  those 
covering  his  other  operations;  carrier 
shall  not  transport  commodities- as  a 
private  carrier  at  the  same  time  and  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  those  transported 
as  a  for-hire  carrier.  C.  E.  IJZZA,  INC., 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  in  all  States  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  California,  Hawaii, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Washington,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia).  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a(b) , 

Nora:  No.  MC-F-8769  (CEL  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.— PURCHASE— JOHN  H.  PRES¬ 
TON)  ,  l8  being  published  this  same  issue. 


No.  MCJ-P-8771.  Authority  sought 
for  control  by  LEASEIWAY  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  <^RP.,  21111  Chagrin  Boule¬ 
vard,  Cleveland  22,  Ohio,  of  (l) 
ANCHOR  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.. 
21111  CThagrin  Boulevard.  Cleveland  22, 
Ohio,  (2)  GREEN  BAG  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  Neville  Island,  Pittsburgh  25,  Pa., 
(3)  MITCHELL  'TRANSPORT,  INC., 
21111  Chagrin  Boulevard,  Cleveland  22, 
Ohio.  (4)  P(X>L  TRUCK.  INC.,  365 
Victor  Avenue,  Highland  Park,  Mich.,  (5) 
QUICK  DELIVERIES.  INC.,  110  Clean 
Street,  Rochester,  N.Y.,  (6)  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  5321  West^ 
Madison  Street,  Chicago  44,  HI.,  and  (7) 
SUGAR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  4063,  Port  Wentworth,  Ga.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  H.  M.  O’NEILL,  F.  J. 
O’NEILL,  and  W.  J.  O’NEILL,  all  of 
Cleveland  22,  Ohio,  of  control  of  AN¬ 
CHOR  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.. 
GREEN  BAG  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
MTICHELL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  POOL 
TRUCK,  INC.,  QUICK  DELIVERIES, 
INC.,  SIGNAL  DELIVERY  SERVICE, 
INC.,  and  SUGAR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
through  the  acquisition  by  LEASEWAY 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.  Appli- 
cants’  attorneys:  Roland  Rice,  618  Per¬ 
petual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.C.,  and  Ewald  E. 
Kundtz,  1050  Union  Commerce  Building, 
Cleveland  14,  Ohio.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controUed:  (1)  (ANCHOR 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.)  In  Docket 
No.  MC-F-8673,  ANCHOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  was  granted  authority 
on  May  13, 1964,  to  purchase  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  (A)  ANCHOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  OF  DELAWARE,  (B) 
ANCHOR  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  N.Y., 
<X)RP.,  and  (C)  ANCKOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  OF  MICJHIGAN,  which 
authority  covers  the  transportation  of 
automobiles,  trucks,  chassis,  automobile 
show  equipment  or  paraphernalia,  auto¬ 
mobile  parts  and  accessories,  trailers, 
bodies,  cabs,  and  tools,  new.  used, 
finished,  unfinished,  or  wrecked,  in 
initial,  secondary  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  and  driveaway 
service,  as  contract  carriers,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  from,  between  and  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  with  certain  re¬ 
strictions.  A  more  detailed  description 
of  the  above  authority  may  be  found  in 
the  February  19,  1964,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  on  page  2583,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  No.  MC-F-8673;  (2)  (GREEN 
BAG  TRANSPORT,  INC.)  Cement,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  iitegular  routes, 
from  Neville  Island,  Pa.,  to  certain  points 
in  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  and  Ohio, 
RESTRICTION:  The  operations  author¬ 
ized  herein  are  limited  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Green  Bag  Cement  Company,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.;  (3)  (MITCHELL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.)  Cement,  dry  cement,  expanded 
shale,  and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk 
and  in  bags,  in  tank  vehicles,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irre^ar  routes,  from 
and  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Illinois,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  Massachu- 
settSr  New  York,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  New  Jersey,  Alabama,  Florida, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kansas,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Mii^uri,  Oklahoma.  Iowa,  Minne- 
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sota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Georgia,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Delaware,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  West 
Vii^nia,  South  Carolina,  and  Michigan, 
with  certain  restrictions,  as  more  specifi¬ 
cally  described  in  Docket  No.  MC-124212 
and  Sub-numbers  thereunder;  (4) 
(POOL  TRUC^  INC.)  Building  ma¬ 
terials  and  equipment  and  supplies  and 
materials,  incidental  to  the  installation 
thereof,  plumbing  and  heating  equips 
ment,  fixtures,  and  materials  and  sup- 
plies  incidental  to  the  installation  there¬ 
of,  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
mail-order  and  chain  retail  department 
stores,  such  merchandise  as  drugs,  phar¬ 
maceuticals,  toiletries,  and  drugstore 
sundries,  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale  drug 
supply  houses,  and  empty  drums  and 
empty  steel  containers,  in  drop-frame 
timers,  as  a  contract  carrief,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  from  and  to  certain  points 
in  Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  New  York, 
PennsylvMiia,  and  West  Virginia,  with 
certain  restrictions,  as  more  specifically 
described  in  Docket  No.  MC-1 11909  Sub- 
1,  and  Sub-numbers  therexmder;  (5) 
(QUICK  DELIVERIES,  INC.)  Iron  and 
steel  tanks,  as  a  contract  carrier  over 
irregular  routes,  from  points  in  Onon¬ 
daga  County,  N.Y.,!^  points  in  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
Yor^  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Vermont;  (6)  (SIGNAL  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.)  Such  merchandise  as 
is  dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  gen¬ 
eral  mercantile  establishments,  and  in 
connection  therewith,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business, 
as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Cook,  Du  Page, 
ELane,  Kendall,  Lake,  McHenry,  and  Will 
Counties.  HI.,  and  those  in  Lake  and 
Porter  Counties,  Ind.;  plumbing  and 
heating  equipment  and  fixtures,  and 
materials  and  supplies,  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  and  maintenance  of  such  com¬ 
modities,  between  Chicago,  HI.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain 
points  in  Indiana  and  Michigan;  and  (7) 
(SUGAR  TRANSPORT,  INC.)  Uqvid 
and  invert  sugar,  com  syrup  and  blends 
of  com  syrup,  sugar,  and  dry  sugar,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  from,  between 
and  to  points  in  Geor^a,  Tennessee, 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina. 
Viiginia,  Alabama,  Kentucky,  and  West 
Virginia,  with  certain  restrictions,  as 
more  specifically  described  in  Docket  No. 
M(3-l  15924  and  Sub-numbers  there¬ 
under.  This  notice  does  not  purport  to 
be  complete  descriptions  of  all  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  the  carriers  involved. 
The  foregoing  summaries  sure  believed  to 
be  sufdcient  for  purposes  of  public  notice 
regarding  the  nsd^ure  suid  extent  of  these 
carrier’s  operating  rights,  without  stat¬ 
ing,  in  full,  the  entirety  thereof.  Ai^ili- 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Note:  A  motion  to  dismiss  has  been  filed 
simultaneously  with  the  above  application 
lor  lack  of  Jxirlsdictlon. 

By  the  Commission. 

isEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IPJt.  Doc.  64r^732;  Piled,  June  9,  19«4; 

8:47  aon.] 
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[Notice  647] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 
CARRIER  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

June  5,  1964. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  §  1.247  ^  of  the  Commission’s  ^ 
general  rules  of  prsujtice  (49  CFR  1.247) , ' 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  December  3.  1963,  effective  January  1, 
1964.  The  rules  provide,  among  other 
things,  that  a  protest  to  the  granting  of 
an  application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  date 
of  notice  of  ‘filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  Fail¬ 
ure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
test  under  these  rules  should  comply 
with  §  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth  spe¬ 
cifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
but  shall  not  include  issues  or  allega¬ 
tions  phrased  generally.  Protest  not  in 
reasonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
applicant’s  representative,  or  applicant 
if  no  representative  is  named.  If  a 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral  hear¬ 
ing,  such  request  shall  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  1.247(d)  (4)  of  the  special 
rule.  Subsequent  assignment  of  these 
proceedings  for  oral  hearing,  if  any.  wUl 
be  by  Commission  order  which  will  be 
served  on  each  party  of  record. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  417) .  filed  May 
25.  1964.  Applicant;  DEALERS  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  13101  South  Torrence  Avenue, 
Chicago  33.  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trucks,  with  special  purpose  bodies 
moimted  thereon,  in  initial  driveaway 
service,  from  New  Holstein,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  the  United  Stat^  (except 
Hawaii). 

Note:  (Tomifion  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appllc^t 
requests  it  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  418)  .'filed  May 
25.  1964.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  13101  Torrence  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago  33.  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (D  Trailers  and  trailer  chassis  (ex¬ 
cept  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles),  and  parts  moving 
in  conjimction  with  such  trailers  and 
chassis,  in  initial  movements  in  truck- 
away  and  driveaway  service,  from 
Monee,  HI.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii  and  (2)  tractors,  in  secondary 


1  Copies  of  Special  Rule  lil47  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Washin^on,  D.C.. 
20423. 


driveaway  service,  only  when  drawing 
trailers  and  trailer  chassis  moving  in 
initial  driveaway  service,  from  Monee, 
HI.,  to  points  in  Alaska,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
Oregon,  and  Vermont. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 
Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  419)  .  filed  June 
1.  1964.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  13101  South  Torrence  Avenue, 
Chicago  33,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building, 
Memphis  3,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Truck  and  trailer  bodies  and  refuse 
containers,  hydraulic  hoists,  lift  gates, 
and  parts  thereof,  from  points  in  Bryan 
County,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Geoigia, 
Idaho,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Nevada,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  intends  to  tack  the  above 
authority  where  necessary  where  such 
joinder  can  be  made  appropriately.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Columbus  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  420),  filed  June 
1,  1964.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  13101  South  Torrence  Avenue, 
Chicago  33,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building, 
Memphis  3,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  (1)  Trailers,  semitrailers  and  trailer 
chassis  (except  those  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles),  and 
parts  moving  in  conjimction  with  such 
trailers  and  chassis,  in  initial  movements 
in  truckaway  and  driveaway  service, 
from  points  in  Bryan  County,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Arkansas. 
Colorado.  Georgia.  Idaho,  Iowa,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming.  (2)  tractors,  in  secondary 
driveaway  service,  only  when  drawing 
trailers,  semitrailers  and  trailer  chassis 
moving  in  initial  driveaway  service,  from 
points  in  Bryan  County,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  Arizona.  Nevada  and  Oregon,  and  (3) 
truck  arid  trailer  bodies,  refuse  contain¬ 
ers,  hydraulic  hoists,  lift  gates  and  parts 
thereof,  when  moving  with  trailers  mov¬ 
ing  in  initial  truckaway  or  driveaway 
service,  from  points  in  Bryan  County, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Montana.  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  tacking  with 
existing  authority  is  contemplated.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Columbus  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  20722  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  May 
22,  1964.  Applicant:  M  &  G  CONVOY, 
INC.,  590  Elk  Street,  Post  Office  Box  218, 
Buffalo  5,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Walter  N.  Kenemann,  605  Bank  of 
Lansing  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  Au- 
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tbuity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Automobila, 
truck*,  and  buaes.  as  described  in  De¬ 
scription*  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificate*, 
61  M.C.C.  200,  239,  and  61  M.C.C.  766, 
769,  from  Selkirk,  N.T..  and  Framing¬ 
ham,  Mass^  to  points  in  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Maine,  and  Rhode  Island. 

Non:  AppUcant  states  the  propcieed  service 
shall  be  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
Chrysler  Corporation  plant  located  In  New¬ 
ark.  Del.,  and  having  an  Immediately  prior 
movement  by  rail.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  56),  filed  May 
19,  1964.  Applicant:  H.  C.  QABLER, 
INC.,  Rural  Delivery  No.  8,  Chambers- 
burg.  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^rular  routes, 
transporting:  Graes  stop,  in  rolls,  metal 
stove  shovels,  metal  roofing  and  siding, 
and  fabricated  metal  building  products, 
from  the  site  of  the  plant  of  Penn  Sup¬ 
ply  and  Metal  Corporation.  Inc.,  located 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  West  Virginia  located  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  33. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
May  25,  1964.  Applicant:  EIROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  218,  Sumner.  Iowa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Truman  A.  Stockton, 
Jr.,  The  1650  Grant  Street  Building, 
Denver  3,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts.  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  of  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  Packinghouse  Prod¬ 
ucts  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and 
Columbus,  Ohio. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  32839  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  May 
18,  1964.  Applicant:  E.  A.  SCHLAIRET 
TRANSFER  CO.,  a  Corporation,  701  Har- 
court  Road,  Box  271,  Moimt  Vernon, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  F. 
Beery,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus 
15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  except  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  ccmimodities  requiring 
special  equipment  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading) ,  between 
points  in  Morrow  c:!oimty,  Ohio  (except 
municipalities  of  Edison,  Cardington, 
and  Mount  OUead),  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio. 

Non:  Applicant  states  that  It  Intends  to 
tack  the  authority  here  applied  for  to  other 
authority  held  by  It-  under  MC  33889  and 


Stibs  2,  8,  6,  6,  7,  9, 10. 11,  and  18  thereunder 
and  to  Interchange  traffic  with  other  com¬ 
mon  carriers  at  various  Ohio  Interchange 
points  Including  Clevtiaad,  Coluasbus,  Mans¬ 
field,  Marion,  Newark,  and  Toledo,  (Nilo. 
This  Interchange  traffic  will  originate  at  or  be 
destined  to  various  points  throtighout  the 
United  States  and  In  foreign  commerce.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  CJolumbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  40388  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  May 
22.  1964.  Applicant:  BURNS  &  SIM¬ 
MONS,  INC.,  Route  9  and  Factory  Street, 
Buchanan.  N.T.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  E.  Freeman.  172  East  Green 
Street.  Westminster.  Md.,  21157.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vinegar,  In  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  PeekskiU,  N.Y., 
to  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,.  Ayden,  Faison,  Hen¬ 
derson,  and  Mount  Olive,  N.C.,  and 
points  in  Connecticut.  Rhode  Island. 
Massachusetts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Vermont,  and  (2)  from  Peach  Glen, 
Pa.,  to  Peefcrfdll,  N.Y. 

Nor:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
service  Is  to  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Standard  Brands.  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.T.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  40388  (Sub-No.  9) .  filed  May 
22,  1964.  Applicant:  BURNS  &  SIM¬ 
MONS.  INC.,  Route  9  and  Factory  Street, 
Buchanan,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  K  Freeman,  172  East  Green 
Street,  Westminster,  Md.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Schoharie.  N.Y.,  to  Fair- 
lawn,  N.J.  RESTRICmON:  The  pro¬ 
posed  operation  will  be  imder  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Hinze  &  Holsten, 
Schoharie,  N.Y. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  reqiieets  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  602) .  filed  May 
25,  1964.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  (XIRPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE.  175  linfield  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  W.  J. 
Hickey.  1630  Russ  Building,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
oyer  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  fertilizers,  fertilizer  ingredients,  and 
fertilizer  compounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Klamath  County. 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  California,  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  and  includ¬ 
ing  San  Francisco,  and  extending  over 
U.S.  Highway  50,  to  junction  California 
Highway  120,  located  approximately  six 
(6)  miles  west  of  Manteca,  thence  over 
California  Highway  120,  to'jimction  U.S. 
Highway  6,  thence  over  U.S.  Higliway  6, 
to  the  Califomia-Nevada  boundary  line. 

Nor:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Pmtland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  46737  (Sub-No.  44).  filed  May 
24,  1964.  Applicant:  GEO.  F.  ALGER 
COMPANY,  a  corporation.  3050.  Lonyo 
Road,  Detroit,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Robert  A.  Sullivan,  1800  Buhl  Build¬ 
ing,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authoritor  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


v^cle,  over  irregular  rmites,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dn/  chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  Wyan¬ 
dotte,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky.  Tennessee,  Ohio,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia.  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  New  Jersey 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  New  Jersey, 
and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  TAngirig 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  52751  (Sub-No.  38) ,  filed  May 
21,  1964.  Applicant:  ACE  LINES,  INC., 
4143  East  43d  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa! 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  A 
Landau.  1307  East  Walnut.  Des  Moines. 
Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
materials,  walXboard,  pulpboard.  and  in¬ 
sulation,  and  insulation  materials,  from 
Duluth,  Cloquet.  Bemidji,  and  Virginia, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Nor:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  atv  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  52932  (Sub-No.  8) .  filed  May 
20,  1964.  Applicant:  NOR’TH  PENN 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  Box  230,  Lansdale,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  representative  John  W. 
Frame,  Post  Office  Box  626,  Camp  Hill, 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flower 
pots  and  fiovoer  pot  saucers  from  Ken- 
sii^ton.  Conn.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washin^n, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  52979  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
May  27. 1964.  Applicant :  HUNT  TRUCE 
LINES,  INC.,  West  Highway  Street, 
Rockwell  City,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  A.  Landau,  1307 
East  Walnut  Street.  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  those  Injurious  or  contam¬ 
inating  to  other  lading) ,  between  Min¬ 
neapolis,  St.  Paul,  South  St.  Paul,  Inver 
Grove.  West  St.  Paul.  Newport,  North 
St.  Paul.  Columbia  Heights,  Robbinsdale, 
St.  Louis  Park,  Hopkins,  Edina,  Rich¬ 
field,  Red  Rock,  McCarron’s  Lake,  Fort 
Snelling,  State  Fairgrounds,  Blooming¬ 
ton.  and  Plymouth,  Minn. 

Nor  r  Applicant  states  that  the  authority 
sought  will  be  Joined  with  that  which  it  pres¬ 
ently  holds  for  purpose  of  performing 
through  services.  If  a  hewing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  55896  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  May 
19.  1964.  Applicant:  R.  W.  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4840  Wyoming,  Dearborn,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Prank  J.  Kerwin, 
Jr..  1800  Buhl  Building,  Detroit,  Mich., 
48226.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pig  inyn,  abchre-described  commodities,  and  re¬ 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  Toledo,  <Hiio,  to  turned,  refused.,  and.  rejected  shipments, 
Dolnts  in  the  lower  peninsula  at  between  Milford.  Conn^  on  the  one  hand, 
^chigan.  and,  on  the  other,  p(Hnts  in  Ckxmecticut. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neceesary.  Non:  If  a  hecurlng  is  deemed  neceeeary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lansing,  applicant  requests  it  tie  b^d  at  Hartford, 
mch.  Ctann. 

No.  MC  59396  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  June  No.  MC  78786  (Sub-No.  250) ,  filed  May 
1  1964.  Applicant:  BUILJ5ERS  EX-  19,  1964.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  MOTOR 
KIEBS,  INC.,  Rural  Delivery  Llmecrest  TRUCKINO  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
Road,  Lafay^te,  N.J.  Applicant’s  repre-  9  Main  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  Ap- 
sentaWve:  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  plicant’s  attorney:  John  MacDonald 
New  York  6,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  Smith,  65  Market  Street,  San  Francisco, 
(^rate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  Cailf .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport-  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
ing:  Lime,  limestone  and  limestone  prod-  regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
ucts,  in  bulk.  In  pneumatic  J»nk  vehicles  commodities  (except  household  goods  as 
and*  dump  trucks,  and  in  bags,  from  defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
Canaan,  Conn.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  in  bulk,  those  requiring  special  equip- 
on  and  nortii  of  New  Jersey  Highway  33.  ment.  and  classes  A  and  B  explosives) , 

Hot,:  It  a  beaxbw  t.  deemed  neceeeary,  betw^  BSoy.  ^  Art- 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washingtbn,  zona  Highway  M  a^  Suifiand  Ghn  ^ad, 
QC  from  Eloy  over  Battaglia  Road  to  Arizona 

_ City,  Ariz.,  thrice  over  Sunland  Gin 

No.  MC  61403  (Sub-No.  108) ,  filed  May  noad  to  junction  Arizona  Highway  84, 

21. 1964.  Applicant:  THE  MASON  AND  mid  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
DIXON  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  Eastman  n.n  intermediate  points. 

Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn.  Applicant’s  at-  „  .  ^ 

f/wtnavr*  TX7  lurifoVioii  1 AA  NoTBZ  Applic&xit  liolds  COXXlXftCti  CBiTrlcr  ftU* 

S  thority  under  MO  78787  and  Subs,  therefore 

New  York  6,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operations  may  be  involved.  Common 

operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  control  may  be  involved,  if  a  hearing  is 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  deemed  neceesary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
ing:  (1)  Chemicals  and  plastics  (except  held  at  Casa  Orande,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  85934  (Sub-No.  31) .  filed  May 
*25,  1964.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN 
transportation  company,  a  cor- 
poration,  3601  Wyoming  Avenue,  Dear- 
^uri,  and  (2)  plastics.  In  bulk,  to  bom,  Mich.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 
tank  ^d  hop^r  vehicle^  from  Peru,  HI.,  j^^bert  A.  Sullivan,  1800  Buhl  Building, 
to  potato  in  KamM,  ^k^M,Tennra-  26,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to 

^Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ne-  opgmte  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
orasxa.  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 

Noti:  Conunon  control  may  be  involved,  ing:  Dn^  c/iemicols,  in  bulk,  from  Wyan- 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  dotte,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.  Wisconsin  -  Iowa,  Missouri,  Illinois, 

No.  MC  61692  (Sub-No.  13)  (CORRBC-  Indiana,  Kentuc^,  Tennessee,  Ohio, 
HON) ,  filed  May  6, 1964,  published  Fbd-  West  Virginia,  Virginia.  Maryland,  Dela- 
iRAL  Registkr  issue  May  27,  1964,  cor-  ware,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  New 
rected  and  republished  this  issue.  Ap-  Jersey,  and  damaged  and  rejected  ship- 
pUcaht:  WARNERS  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  rnents,  on  return. 

INC.,  West  Country  dub  Road,  Red  Lion,  Note:  common  control  may  be  Involved. 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Lansing,  or  De- 
Irregular  routes,  t^ansi^rting:  House-  troit.Mich. 

hold  goods,  and  office  furniture  (in  use) ,  no.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  133^) ,  filed 
between  points  in  York  and  Lancaster  May  19,  1964.  Applicant:  BONNEY 
Counties,  Pa.,  on  the  one^hand,  and,  on  MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Post  (Dfflce 
the  other,  points  in  Coimecticut,  Dela-  Box  12388  Thomas  Comer  Station,  Nor- 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Hli-  folk,  Va.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  E 
nois,  Indiana’  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  Stephen  Heisley,  Transportation  Build- 
wuchigan.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  ing,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  Au- 

CaroUna,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is-  thority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  common 
land,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia.  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

Note:  The  purpose  of  republication  is  routes,  transporting:  ffrozen  foods, 
to  clarify  the  commodity  description  more  from  Webster  dty,  Fort  Dodge,  and  Des 
clearly  than  that  previously  published.  If  Moines,  Iowa  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
a  hewing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re-  Hampshire,  Vermont.  Massachusetts, 
quests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg.  Pa.  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 

No.  MC  67200  (Sub-No.  20)  I  filed  May  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 

27. 1964.  AppUcant*  THE  FURNITURE  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky, 

transport  COMPANY,  INC.,  5  Hart  Virginia,  North  CaroUna,  and  the  Dis- 
Street,  West  Ebtven,  Conn.  Applicant’s  Columbia. 

attorney:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  160^16  Ja-  note:  Common  control  may  be  involved, 
daica  Avenue,  Jamaica  32,  N.Y.  Au-  Applicant  states  that  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  thority  is  sought,  if  a  hearing  is  deemed 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  necessary,,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
routes,  transporting:  Hew  furniture,  and  **  Washington,  D.c. 

^pty  containers  or  other  such  inciden-  No.  MC  94^0  (Sub-No.  29) ,  filed  May 
tol  facilities  used  in  transporting  the  21,1964.  Applicant:  TRANSIT  HOMES. 
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tomey:  Daniel  H.  Jenkins,  Suite  309 
Mean  Building,  Scranton  3,  Pa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
foutes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
new  furniture  and  office  equipment  re¬ 
quiring  pads,  between  points  in  Lacka¬ 
wanna,  Luzerne,  \i^ayne,  Pike,  Monroe, 
Susquehanna  and  ^^oming  Coimties, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  osi  the  other, 
points  in  CHiio,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Florida,  North  Carolina.  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  West  Virginia,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maine,  Venmmt,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  and 
Rhode  Island. 

Nont:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Scranton, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  71) .  filed  May 
25.  1964.  Applicant:  DIRECT  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  200  Colrain  Street  SW., 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Robert  A.  ^ullivan,  1800  Buhl 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  Wyandotte.  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Minneso^  Wisconsin,  Iowa,,  Missouri, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Tennessee, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia.  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  Pennsylvania.  New  York,  euid 
New  Jersey,  and  damaged  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return. 

Nora:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lansing  or 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  107064  (Sub-No.  37) ,  filed  May 
22,  1964.  Applicant:  STEERE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  2808  Fairmount  Avenue. 
Dallas  21,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fidelity  Union 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.,  75201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Liquid  chemicals, 
acids,  fertilizer  solutions  and  anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
(2)  fertilizer  in  bulk,  in  tank  and  hopper 
vehicles,  between  points  in  Arizona,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  Mexico  and  points  in  Texas  on 
and  west  of  n.S.  Highway  277. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Santa  Fe. 
N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  107162  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  June 
1,  1964.  Applicant:  NOBLE  GRAHAM, 
Brimley,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  T.  Porter,  708  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Madison,  Wis..  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  and  South  Bend,  Ind.,  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and  Engadine,  Mich., 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  (not  specified) ,  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified 
above,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap- 
pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  558),  filed 
May  21,  1964.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 


as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  tranq^rtlng:  Dry 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  fnxn  Wyandotte, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  lUinc^,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Ma^land,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  New  Jersey.  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  iq>- 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  d:o. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  179)  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  May  5,  1964,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  May  27.  1964, 
republished  as  amended,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  INDIANAHEAD  TRUCK  LINE. 
INC.,  1947  West  County  Road  C.  St  Paul. 
Minn.,  55113.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Glen 
W.  Stephens,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madi¬ 
son  3,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  jnotor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transpcM-ting:  Fly 
ash,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Burnsville 
Township  (Dakota  Coimty),  Minn.,  and 
frcHn  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Non:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon  Is 
to  show  Minneapolis  as  an  origin  point.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  109632  (Sub-No.  21).  filed 
May  27.  1964.  AppUcant:  LOPEZ 

•TRUCKING.  INC.,  131  Linden  Street, 
Waltham,  Mass.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State  Street. 
Boston  9,  Mass.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Prefabricated  structural  beams  and 
arches,  prefabricated  buildings,  conmlete, 
knocked  down,  or  in  sections,  and  when 
transported  in  connection  with  such 
buildings,  component  parts  thereof  and 
equipment  and  materials  iiibidental  to 
the  erection  and  completion  of  such 
buildings,  between  Acton,  Sudbury  and 
Billerica,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Maine.  New 
Hamp^iire,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Virginia, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  110683  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  June 
1,  1964.  AppUcant:  SMITH’S  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION*  OF  STAUNtGN, 
VIRGINIA,  P.O.  Box  1000,  Staunton,  Va. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis  W.  Mc- 
Inemy,  1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20086.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
veMcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  resins,  in  bulk,  from  Leomin¬ 
ster,  Mass.,  to  Winchester,  Va. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary. 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  85) ,  filed  May 
25. 1964.  AppUcant:  KAkOK)  TRANSIT. 
INC.,  200  West  Cecil  Street,  Neenah,  Wis. 
AppUcant’s  attorney:  E.  Stephen Heisley, 
Transportation  Building.  Washington, 
D.C.,  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  ' common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fer¬ 


tilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Iowa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Madison’ 
Wis. 

No.  MC  111053  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  May 
21,  1964.  AppUcant:  MRS.  S.  E.  EHR- 
LICK,  doing  business  as  EIUlLlcrK 
HORSE  TRANSPORT,  1279  Dundas 
StreetWest,  Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada. 
AppUcant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Hirschi 
43  Niagara  Street.  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Horses  (other  than 
ordinary) ,  apd  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
such  horses,  stable  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  in  the  car  eand  exhibition  of 
such  horses,  mascots,  and  the  personal 
effects  of  their  attendants,  trainers,  and 
exhibitors,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  Une  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  located  in 
Michigan,  New  York,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  and  Maine,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  Florida.  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Maine.  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New  ^ 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  AppUcant  states  that  no  duplicating 
authority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  appUcant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  111397  (Sub-No.  63) .  filed  May 
21,  1964.  AppUcant:  DAVIS  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1345  South  Fourth  Street, 
Paducah,  Ky.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 
Herbert  S.  Melton,  Jr.,  Suite  215  Katter- 
john  Building,  Paducah,  Ely.,  42002. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Granulated 
limestone,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Fredonia  VaUey  Quarries, 
located  at  or  near  Fredonia,  K^r.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Hlinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  and 
Tennessee. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deem^  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Louisville, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  111397  (Sub-No.  64) .  filed  May 
21.  1964.  AppUcant:  DAVIS  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1345  South  Fourth  Street, 
Paducah,  Ky.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 
Herbert  S.  Melton,  Jr.,  Suite  215  Kat- 
terjohn  Building,  Box  1284 — Avondale 
Station,  Paducah,  Ky.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Madison  County, 
Ing:  Emulsified  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  point  in  Madison  County, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  AUen,  BaUard,  Bar¬ 
ren,  Butler,  CaldweU,  (^loway,  Car¬ 
lisle,  ChJistian,  CTumberland,  EdmonMn, 
Fulton,  Graves,  Hart,  Hickman,  Hopkins, 
Logan,  Lyon,  McCracken,  Marshall,  Met¬ 
calf,  Monroe,  Muhlenberg,  Simpson, 
Todd,  Trigg,  and  Warren  Counties,  Ky. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary. 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Louisville, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  111687  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  June 
1,  1964.  Al^Ucant:  BENJAMIN  H. 
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vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meati,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  articles  distributed  by  meat  padt- 
inghouses,  and  supplies,  equipment,  and 
material,  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business  as  described  in  Sections  A,  C, 
and  D  of  appendix  I  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  the  plant  side  of  Aigar 
Packing  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Mon¬ 
mouth,  nL,  to  points  in  Ulinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  91).  filed 
May  22.  1964.  Applicant:  B.  D.  C.  COR¬ 
PORATION,  4970  South  Archer  Avenue, 
Chicago,  ni.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  ni.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ac¬ 
counting  media,  business  reports  and  rec¬ 
ords,  between  Elk  Grove  Village,  Bl.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Racine, 
Wis. 

Nor:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  restricted  to  service  that  shall  be 
"limited  to  the  traiisportatlon  of  shlinnents 
each  weighing  26  pounds  or  less,  and  that 
carrier  shall  not  transport  more  than  one 
shipment  from  one  consignor  at  one  location 
to  one  consignee  at  one  location  on  any 
one  day."  If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago.  HI. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  75) .  filed  May 
19,  1964.  AppUcant:  TRUCK  TRANS¬ 
PORT.  INC.,  707  Market  Street.  St.  Louis. 
Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lime  and 
limestone  products,  from  points  in  Ste. 
Genevieve  County.  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Illinois. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessa^, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub-No.  46) .  filed  May 
21.  1964.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 

CARRIER  CORPORATION.  502  East 
Bridgers  Avenue,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  M.  Craig  Massey,  223 
South  Florida  Avenue — ^Drawer  J,  Lake¬ 
land.  Fla.,  33802.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Citrus  products,  from  Waycross,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colo¬ 
rado.  New  Mexico,  T^as,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas.  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  North 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi.  Illinois, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Indiana.  C^o. 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  and 
Georgia. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jefferson 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  115931  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  May 
18,  1964.  Applicant:  BABCOCK  &  LEE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1002  3d  Ave¬ 
nue  North,  Billings,  Mont.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Blasting  sand,  in  bulk 
and  in  sacks,  frcnn  Hill  City,  S.  Dak.,  to 
Yellowtail  Dsun  Site,  Mont.,  and  exempt 
agricultural  commodities,  on  return,  and 


<2)  fertilizer,  ground  limestone,  and 
ealdum  carbonate,  in  bulk  and  tn  sacks, 
betwem  pcAnts  in  Mmitana,  and  points 
in  South  Dakota. 

Nor:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  cqipllcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  26) .  filed  May 
25.  1964.  Applicant:  DAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie  Ave¬ 
nue.  Cicero.  Bl.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
(Biic'ago  3,  Bl.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fly  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank  and  helper 
type  vehicles,  fitxn  RomeovlUe,  Bl.,  to 
Logansport,  Ind.,  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chlci^o,  HI. 

No.  MC  116722  (Sub-No.  10) .  filed  May 
27.  1964.  Applicant:  DENVER-CLI- 

MAX  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  1380  Umatilla 
Street,  Denver  4,  Colo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  J.  P.  Thompson,  450  Ciqpitol  Ufe 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.,  80203.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Ore,  concentrates, 
and  mining  and  milling  machinery  and 
supplies,  serving  the  Urad  Mine,  located 
approximately  seven  (7)  miles  southwest 
of  Empire,  in  Clear  Creek  County,  Colo., 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route 
operations. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  153),  filed 
May  25,  1964.  ^Applicant:  WILLIS 

SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney :  John 
H.  Joyce,  26  North  Collie,  FayetteviUe, 
Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Salisbury, 
Md. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  154),  filed 
May  25.  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS 

SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Elm 
Springs.  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney:  A. 
Alvis  Laime,  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20004.  Authority 

sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Candy  and  confectionery 
products  from  Hackettstown,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Arizona.  New  Mexico,  Idaho, 
Nevada,  California,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Nor:  If  a  hectrlng  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  155),  filed 
May  25,  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS 

SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Ehn 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  ^-prod¬ 


ucts,  and  packinghouse  products,  fresh 
and  frozen,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Bristol, 
Va.,  to  points  in  California,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Bristol] 
Va.,  or  Tampa,  Fla.  ’ 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  156),  filed 
June  1, 1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN-EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm  Springs, 
Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  H. 
Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fayetteville, 
Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  (1)  from  Golden,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  Idaho  and  (2)  from  Pueblo.  Colo.,  to 
points  in  Utsth,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  117690  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  May 
27,  1964.  Applicant:  CHESTER  D. 
HAUGEN.  2516  Bemidji  Avenue,  Bemidji, 
Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^rulm:  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer, 
fnnn  three  (3)  miles  east  of  East  Grand 
Forks,  Minn.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  commodities  and 
grain  on  return. 

Nor:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  118993  "(Sub-No.  9) .  filed  May 
22,  1964.  Applicant:  L.  R.  MCDONALD 
ft  SONS  LTD.,  a  corporation,  843  Sydney 
Street.  Cornwall,  Ontario,  Canada.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140 
Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between  the 
port  of  entry  on  the  international  bound¬ 
ary  line  between  the  United  States  and 
located  on  the  Cornwall-Mas- 
sena  International  Bridge,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  New 
Yoik. 

Nor:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
operations  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  points  In  Canada. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  119476  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  May 
18,  1964.  Applicant:  D.  S.  SCOTT 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  Post  Ofiftce  Box 
241,  Clarke  Side  Road,  London,  Ontario. 
Canada.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Walter 
N.  Bieneman,  Suite  1700,  One  Woodward 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.,  48226.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregulw 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  CJommission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment  other  than 
refrigerated  equipment),  between  iwrts 
of  entry  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  in  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  of  entry 
on  the  intematioiml  boundary  line  m- 
tween  tiie  United  States  and  Canwa 
west  of  Port  Arttiur,  Ontario,  Canada, 
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AppUoant’s  attorney:  Oloin  W.  Sti^  Soutl^La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3.  HI.  Au< 
pheofi,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  thority  sought  to  cq?erate  as  a  common 
Wis.,  53703.  Authority  sought  to  oper-  corrter,  by  motor  vehicle,  av&c  irregidar 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motcH:  ve-  routes,  transpOTting:  Cement,  in  bulk 
hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  and  in  packages,  from  Waukegan,  HI., 
(1)  Farm  machinery,  (2)  agrictiltural  to  points  in  Lake,  Porter,  Newton,  Jasper, 
implements,  (3)  barn  cleaners,  (4)  cat-  LaPorte,  Starke,  Pulaski,  Pulton,  Mar- 
tle  feeding  systems,  (5)  siio  unloaders,  shall,  and  St.  Joseph  Counties,  Ind. 
and  (6)  parts,  attachments,  and  acccs-  Note:  if  a  hsarlng  Is  deemed  necessary, 
series  of  the .  commodities  described  in  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 
(1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  and  (5)  when  moving 

with  the  units  of  which  they  are  a  part  ^ 

(except  commodities,  the  transportation  cH^ES^OuSETraa  ^StaerSn' 
of  which  requires  the  use  of  special  equip-  CILVRI^S  OUELLEri^  a  p wtner^^ 

ment),  from  Algoma  and  Kaukauna, 

Wis.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  wS?^pntSnaniid* 

Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 

Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken-  Se^le,  Wash.,  98104.  Auth^ty 

tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas- 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis- 

sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp-  trans^rting .  Genial  c^modtties,  (ex- 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 

Carolina,  Nortii  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla-  ^o<hties  inbulk)  betw^n^intsinKing, 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 

South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes-  ^  ® 

see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West  amsa,  Ajasxa. 

Virginia,  and  rejected  shipments,  on  note:  if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
return.  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Sitka,  Alaska. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap-  No.  MC  124628  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  May 
pllcant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  CSilcago,  25,  1964.  Applicant:  SAM  FALLICK 
ni.,  or  Milwaukee  or  Madison,  Wis.  TRUCKING,  INC.,  345  Butler  Street, 

No.  MC  123061  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  May  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  representa- 
25,  1964.  Applicant:  LEATHAM  tive:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave- 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  46  Orange  Street,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  07306.  Authority 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Applicant’s  attor-  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier , 
ney:  Harry  D.  Pugsley,  600  El  Paso  Gas  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 
Building,  Salt  Lake  City  11,  Utah.  Au-  transporting:  Frozen  baked  goods,  edible 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  coffee  in  mixed  shipments  in  the 

carrier,  by  motor^vehlcle,  over  irregular  same  vehicle,  from  Secaucus  and  Carl- 
routes,  transporting:  Pepper,  In  pack-  stadt,  N.J.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points 
ages,  moving  in  mixed  shipments  with  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Hlinois,  Indi¬ 
salt  and  salt  products,  from  Saltair  June-  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mlchi- 

tion,  Utah  to  points  in  Colorado  and  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 

Nevada,  mineral  mixtures,  in  packages,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  West  Vlr- 
moving  in  mixed  shipments  with  salt  and  6hda,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
salt  products  from  Saltair  Junction,  Utah  Columbia. 

tp  points  in  Nevada,  Idaho,  Montana,  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
Wyoming,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Col-  service  win  be  under  continuing  contract  or 
orado,  and  exempt  commodities  on  contracts  with  Ohock  Pull  O*  Nuts  Oorp.  If 
r6tum  ^  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 

requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

ap?SSi t“requ«“?t  ^  “««  (S.*-No.  «,  ^ 

City,  Utah.  1964.  Applicant.  JAWSON  iftX— 

PRESS  COm  a  corporation.  State  Route 
No.  MC  123329  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  May  149,  Flushing,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor- 
8,  1964.  Applicant:  H.  M.  TRIMBLE  &  ney :  Paul  F.  Beery,  44  East  Broad  Street, 
SONS  LTD.,  1510  40th  Avenue,  SE.,  Cal-  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
gary,  Alberta,  Canada.  Applicant’s  at-  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
tomey:  Ray  F.  Colby,  314  Montana  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
Building,  Great  Falls,  Mont.  Authority  ing:  Dairy  products,  from  Fludiing, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  Ohio,  to  points  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  and 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15  and  points  in 
transporting:  Vermiculite  ore,  in  bulk,  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High- 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  within  a  5-  way  15.  Restriction:  The  operations  to 
mile  radius  of  Libby,  Mont.,  to  the  inter-  be  performed  under  the  above  described 
national  boundary  line  between  the  authority  will  be  limited  to  a  transpor- 
United  States  uid  Canada,  at  or  near  tation  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
the  Ports  of  Entry  of  Roosville,  Mont,  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
and  Eastport  and  Porthill,  Idaho,  on  J.  S.  Hayest,  doing  business  as  Clover- 
shipments  destined  to  Calgary,  Alb^ta,  land  Dairy,  of  Flushing,  Ohio, 
and  Vancouver,  Briti^  Columbia,  Can-  note:  if  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
addr.  and  T€7€Ct€u  sfiipiTiBitts,  on  return,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colunibus. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Great  Palls,  No.  MC  125474  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  May 

20,  1964.  Applicant:  BTJIX.  HAULERS, 
No.  MC  124247  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  May  INC.,  1901  Wooster  St.,  Wilmington,  N.C. 
>  21,  1964.  Applicant:  DAN  LODESKY  Applicant’s  attorney:  CTyrus  D.  Hogue, 
,  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Gurnee,  HI.  Appli-  Jr.,  Post  Ofiice  Box  1266,  608  Carolina 
.  cant’s  attorn^:  Edward  G.  Baz^on,  39  Power  St  light  Building,  Wilmington, 
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N.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in 
bulk,  in  covered,  tank  dump  and  hopper 
vehicles,  from  Wilmington,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  South  Carolina  and  Virginia,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  incidental 
facilities  (not  Q;>ecifled).  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  commodity  specified  above, 
on  return. 

Non:  Ciomxnon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  aj^licant 
requests  it  be  beld  at  Wilmington,  N.C. 

No.  MC  125777  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
21.  1964.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  3200  Qibson  Trans¬ 
fer  Road,  Hammond,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Edward  Q.  Bazelon,  39  South 
lA  Salle  Street,  Clhicago  3,  HL  Author- 
i^  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car~ 
Tier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  Chicago  Heights, 
m..  to  points  in  Iowa. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap- 
pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chlci^o,  HI. 

No.  MC  125922,  filed  January  2,  1964. 
Applicant:  GERALD  B.  LEWIS,  doing 
business  as  LEWIS  smiVICE  CENTER, 
Route  6,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wrecked  and  disabled  motor  ue- 
hicles  and  replacement  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  South  Dakota. 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Colorado,  Wyoming  and 
Missouri,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above  described  commodities 
on  return. 

No.  MC  126216  (CORRECTION) .  filed 
April  27,  1964,  published  in  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  May  13,  1964,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GLENN  PYT.es,  doing  business 
as  PYLES  TRUCKING  CO..  Box  285, 
Deer  Creek,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Mack  Stephenson.  42  Fox  MiU  Lane, 
Springfield,  HI.,  62707.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  equipment  and  ma¬ 
chinery  (except  farm  tractors)  including 
but  not  limited  to  grain  dryers,  mixer- 
mills,  hay  conditioners,  grain  elevating 
equipment  and  component  parts  of  said 
equipment  and  machinery  between  Mor¬ 
ton,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  east 
and  soutii  of  Montana,  Wyoming.  Colo¬ 
rado.  and  New  Mexico. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  clearly  describe  the  commodities  to  be 
transported.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Spring- 
field.  m. 

No.  MC  126267,  filed  May  18,  1964. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  E  ZINSMEISTER, 
doing  business  as  ZINSMEISTER 
TRUCKING,  840  German  Street,  Hun¬ 
tington.  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  W.  Smith.  Suite  511,  FideUty 
Building.  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Soybean  meal, 
in  bulk,  from  Kankakee,  Danville,  and 
Chicago,  HL,  to  Huntington,  North 


Manchester,  Roann,  Treaty,  and  i 
Speicherville,  Ind.,  (2)  salt,  in  bags,  from  ] 
Rittman.  Ohio,  to  points  in  Huntingt(m 
Coui^,  Ind.,  and  (3)  lime,  from  Rock-  ! 
ford,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Huntington 
County,  Ind. 

Non:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
operation  is  to  be  limited  to  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  Huntington  County  Farm 
Bvireau  Co-operative  Association,  Ino.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  126276,  filed  May  21. 1964.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  FAST  MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC., 
2023  South  Morgan  Street,  Chicago  8, 
HI.  Applicant’s  attorney:  ^bert  H. 
Levy,  105  West  Adams  Street.  CUiicago  3, 
HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lids, 
bottle  caps,  crotons,  closures,  and  metal 
containers,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland.  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  Wisconsin;  (2)  tin  plate, 
from  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  to  Cfiiicago,  HI.,  (3)  metal  containers 
and  lids,  aluminum  foU,  cork  discs,  var¬ 
nish,  and  lacquer  in  drums,  from  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  to  Chicago,  HI..  (4)  knocked 
doom  cartons,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
and  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and 
(5)  empty  containers  or  other  incidental 
facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  commodities  described  above 
ind).  (2).  (3).  and  (4). 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  ni. 

No.  MC  126254,  filed  May  7. 1964.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  SAM  PARLAPIANO,  1827  East 
10th  Street,  Pueblo,  Colo.  Ai^Ucant’s 
attorney:  John  H.  Lewis,  The  1650  Grant 
Street  Building,  Denver  3,  Colo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Wine  (including 
but  not  limited  to  vermouth,  brandy,  and 
champagne) .  scotch  and  other  whiskey, 
in  containers,  in  truck  load  lots,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  including  the  Los 
Angeles  Harbor,  Ripon,  Reedley,  and 
Madera,  Calif.,  to  Denver,  and  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  restricted  (1)  on  service  from  Los 
Angeles  commercial  zone  or  the  Los 
Angeles  Harbor  commercial  zone,  to  par¬ 
tial  loading  at  Ripon,  Reedley  or  Madera, 
Calif.,  and  (2)  all  deUveries  must  be 
made  at  the  site  of  the  Diodosio  Whole¬ 
sale  Liquor  Company,  Pueblo,  Colo.,  and 
Western  Distributing  Co.,  Denver,  Colo. 

Note;  Applicant  states  that  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  It  is  respectfully  re¬ 
quested  that  should  the  authority  be,  granted 
herein  as  a  common  carrier,  that  the  author¬ 
ity  that  might  be  granted  in  MC  125269  to  the 
same  carrier  as  a  contract  carrier  be  can¬ 
celed.  This  is  necessary  because  of  the  liquor 
code  of  California.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  126281,  filed  May  25.  1964. 
AppUcant:  ROBBIRT  J.  CZUB,  Rural 
D^very  No  1,  MiUer  Road,  Rexford, 
N.Y.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  John  J. 
Brady,  Jr.,  75  State  Street,  Albany  7, 
N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Limestone 
budding  block  paUetized  and  unpaUet- 


ized,  on  special  equipment  with  self-load¬ 
ing  and  imloading  device  attached,  from 
Schenectady,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Vermont 
Massachusetts,  and  Connecticut. 

Note:  If  a  heculng  is  deemed  necessary,  ap. 
pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Albany,  n.’t. 

No.  MC  126283,  filed  May  27,  1964 
AppUcant:  BERGEN-PASSAIC  AIR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  124  East  Columbia  Avenue, 
Palisades  Parit,  N.J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  (Seorge  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  NJ.,  07306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Automobile  acces¬ 
sories,  parts,  materials,  and  supplies,  in 
same  day  service,  (1)  between  Mahwah, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Newark  and  Teterboro  Airixirts,  N.J.,  La 
Guardia,  Kennedy  International,  and 
Spring  VaUey  Airports,  N.Y.,  and  Hobo¬ 
ken,  N.J.,  and  (2)  between  Teterboro, 
N.J.,  oiji  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  Greyhound  Bus  Terminal,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Note:  AppUcant  states  that  the  proposed 
service  is  to  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 
pany.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap- 
pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  126284,  filed  May  28,  1964. 
Applicant:  TWIN  FALLS  DISTRIBU- 
TGRS,  INC.,  Box  709,  508  Washington, 
Twin  Falls,  Idaho.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods  and  agricultural  com¬ 
modities,  processed  or  unprocessed,  from 
points  in  Malheur  County,  Oreg.,  and 
points  south  of  Salmon  River,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Montana,  and  agricultural 
commodities,  honey,  grain,  and  potatoes, 
on  retiuii. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boise,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  126292,  filed  June  1. 1964.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  M(X>RE  &  MOORE  MOVING 
AND  STORAGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  4206 
Madison  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Ruth  A.  Kirkland,  The 
1650  Grant  Street  Building,  Denver  3, 
Colo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  between  points  in 
Adams,  Arapahoe,  Jefferson,  Boulder, 
and  Denver  Counties,  Colo.,  and  points  in 
Colorado. 

Note:  If  .a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

^  MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  58915  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
■  May  22,  1964.  AppUcant:  LINCOLN 
[  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  UB.  46,  East  Pater- 
'  son,  N J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  E. 
Goldstein.  24  West  40th  Street,  New  York 

•  18,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
i  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
.  regular  routes,  transporting:  passengers 

•  and  their  baggage,  express,  and  news- 

•  papers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pa^- 
^  sengers,  (1)  between  points  in  Wood- 

bridge  Township,  N.J.  and  New  York, 
5  N.Y. ;  from  the  jimctipn  U.S.  Highway  » 

•  and  New  Jersey  Highway  440,  Wood- 
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ridge  Township.  N  over  New  Jersey  Nora:  Apphcant  conduct,  panenger  oper- 
nSway  440  access  roads  and  New  Jer- 
^  H^hway  440.  and  Outerbridge 

Bjr  AAXB  '  XT  V  _ .-T_  Subs  thereto.  If  a  neartng  Is  deemed  necee- 

jrossing  to  New  York.  N.Y.,  apd  r^iim  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hous- 

ver  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter-  ton,  San  Antonio  or  Austin,  Tex. 

aediate  points,  and  serving  junction  ^ ,=  . 

J.S.  Highway  9  and  New  Jersey  Highway  toS* 

40  lor  the  purpose  of  jolnd^.  RE~  ^cantr  WARREN  »UBUKBAN, 
ITRICTIONS:  (A)  No  passengers  will  be  ***  West  Market  StrMt,  Vf^en,  Ohto. 
mnsported  whose  entire  transportation 
dll  be  betweep  Perth  Amboy.  NJ.  and 

Saten  Island,  N.Y.,  and  <B)  No  pas-  togton,  p.C.  For  a  lloenM  <BMC  W  to 
Swers  will  be  transported  between  engaw  In  operations  as  a  broker  at  War- 
Sen  island.  N.Y..  on  the  one  hand.  ff“.  OW®.  *?  arrangtog  for  teai^rta- 
Sd,  Manhattan,  New  York.  N.Y..  on  the  ‘‘““by  motor  vehicle,  to  Interstate  or 
^r  hand.  and^(2)  between  Elizabeth.  J?”**?  commerce  of  Poasenpws  ond 
wTand  New  Yor\,  N.Y.:  from  Elizabeth  boppope.  In  special  Md  charter  o^ 

wer  New  Jersey  Highway  439  and  orations,  both  as  in^vidu^  and  In 
Shata  Bridge,  to  New  York,  and  re-  between  points  In  the  United 

Ijim  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 

intermediate  points.  RESTRICTIONS:  Nora:  Applicant  holds  a  CJertlflcate  \inder 

(A)  No  passengers  wiD  be  transported  MC  47126  as  a  motor  common  carrier  of  pas- 
whose  entire  transportation  will  be  be-  sen^rs.  K  a 

Sreen  Elizabeth.  N.J.  and  Staten  Island,  Cleveland. 

N.Y.,  and  (B)  No  passengers  will  be 

transported  between  Staten  Island,  N.Y.,  No.  MC  12913,  filed  May  15, 1964.  Ap- 
Mi  the  one  hand,  and,  Manhattan,  New  plicant:  HIGH  AD  VENTURE  TOURS, 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  other  hand.  INC.,  18  French  Street,  Berea,  Ohio. 

WT  ’  .  T#  -  4- ««  AppUcant’s  attorney:  Bernard  S.  C3k>ld- 

Notk:  K  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap-  .  t,,  ,  n  ji.ii 

plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  NJ.  ^^rb,  1625,  The  Illuminating  Building, 

55  Public  Square.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  For 
No.  MC  126282,  filed  May  14, 1964.  Ap-  a  license  (BMC  5)  to  engage  in  operationA 
idicant:  ALLEN’S  TAXI  CO.,  INC.,  502  as  a  broker  at  Berea,  Ohio,  in  arranging 
North  Barry  Street,  Olean,  N.Y.  Appli-  for  transportation  in  interstate  or  foreign 
cant’s  attorney:  Ronald  W.  Malin,  Bank  commerce,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passen- 
of  Jamestown  Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  gers  and  their  baggage,  in  charter  oper- 
14701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  ations,  both  as  individuals  and  in  groups, 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Cuyo- 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen-  hoga  County,  Ohio,  and  extending  to 
gers  and  their  baggage  in  vehicles  ha,\ing  points  in  the  United  States,  including 
a  seating  capacity  of  not  more  thah  nine  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
adult  passengers,  excluding  the  driver,  boundary  lines  between  the  United  States 
and  pocfcofifcs,  not  in  excess  of  one  hun-  and  Canada  and  between  the  United 
dred  pounds  each,  in  the  same  vehicle  states  and  Mexico, 
with  passengers,  between  Olean,  N.Y.,  no.  MC  12914,  filed  Jime  1,  1964.  Ap- 
and  points  within  20  miles  thereof  on  the  plicant:  VALLEY  TRAVEL,  INC.,  1818 
onehand,  and,  on  the  other,  air,  rail,  and  Pot  Spring  Road,  Timonium,  Md.  For 
bus  terminals  in  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  a  license  (BMC  5)  to  engage  in  opera- 
and  Ohio  and  to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  tions  as  a  broker  at  Timonium,  Md.,  in 
international  boundary  fine  between  the  arranging  for  transportation  in  Inter- 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  state  or  foreign  commerce,  by  motor 
Buffalo.  Niagara  Palls,  and  Lewiston,  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
N.Y.,  for  continuing  movements  to  or  both  as  individuals  and  in  groups,  in 
from  air,  rail,  and  bus  terminals  located  special  or  charter  operations,  beginning 
in  the  Provin<je  of  Ontario,  Canada.  and  ending  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  points 
Non:  If  a  beaxlng  lx  deemed  necessary,  bi  Baltimore,  Anne  Arundel,  Howard, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.  Carroll,  and  Harford  Coimties,  Md.,  and 

Application  fob  Brokerage  Licenses  ^JSlfing  ^s^fbut  ctcIu^^ HawSd! 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 


7498 


NOTICES 


Applications  nr  Which  Handuno  WItb- 

OXJT  OKAL  HKARING  HASBXKNlteQXTKSTXD 
MOTOR  CAKBZXaS  OP  PROPKRTT 

No.  MC  2153  (Sub-No.  36) .  filed  June  1, 
1964.  Applicant:  lAIDWEST  MOTCHl 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  12th  Street  and  Front 
Avenue.  Bismarck.  N.  Dak.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  F.  J.  Smith,  Suite  200,  Profes¬ 
sional  Bull(Ung,  Bismarck.  N.  Dak. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
and  except  dangerous  explosives,  house- 
h(dd  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467.  c<»nmodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  i^>ecial 
equipment,  and  those  inJiu*ious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) .  between 
Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  and  Minot,  N.  Dak., 
over  U.S.  B[ighway  83,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  of  Wilton,  Washburn,  Un¬ 
derwood,  Coleharbor,  Max,  and  Minot 
Radar  Base,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Riverdale,  Big  Bend,  Cterrison,  Turtle 
Lake,  and  Mercer,  N.  Dak. 

Note:  AppUoact  holds  Irregular  route  au¬ 
thority  from  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  In 
North  Dakota  within  100  miles  of  Bismarck, 
which  it  will  cancel  if  and  when  the  regular- 
route  authority  is  granted.  This  application 
is  filed  piursuant  to  MC-C-4366,  effective 
May  1,  1964,  which  provides  the  special  rules 
for  conversion  of  irregular  route  to  regular- 
route  motor  carrier  operations. 

Special  Note:  Protests  to  this  application 
may  be  filed  within  46  days  instead  of  30 
days. 

No.  MC  41116  (Sub-No.  20).  filed  June 
1.  1964.  Applicant:  MRS.  LOIS  M. 
FOOLEMAN,  doing  business  as,  FCXILE- 
MAN  TRUC7K  LINE,  Post  Office  Box  603, 
Crowley,  La.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Aus¬ 
tin  L.  Hatchell,  Suite  1102,  Perry-Brooks 
Building,  Austin  1,  Tex.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bags,  hanging,  steel  cotton 
bale  ties,  burlap,  and  twine,  and  rejected 
shipments,  between  Crowley,  La.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Missouri. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
operations  will  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  (Trowley  Indiistrial  Bag 
()o.,  Inc.,  of  Crowley,  La.  Applicant  is  also 
authorlEed  to  conduct  ccnnmon  carrier  op¬ 
erations  in  Certificate  MC  128993;  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-No.  751),  filed 
May  27.  1964.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
•  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  501  Grantley  Road, 
York,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold 
Q.  Hemly,  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal  tar  products  (excluding  chemi¬ 
cals),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Baltimore,  Md..  to  points  in  North 
Carolina. 

No.  MC  107500  (Sub-No.  79) .  filed  May 
21.  1964.  AppUcant:  BURUNGTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  796  South  Pearl 
Street,  Galesburg.  HI.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  R.  J.  Schreiber,  547  West  Jack- 
son  Boulevard,  Chicago,  HI.,  60606.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) .  between  Lenox,  Iowa,  and  Bed¬ 
ford,  Iowa,  from  Lenox  over  Iowa  High¬ 
way  49  to  Bedford  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  or 
off-route  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only  in  con¬ 
nection 'with  applicant’s  regular  route 
operations 

Note;  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  107500  (Sub-No.  80) .  filed  May 
21.  1964.  Applicant:  BURLINGTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  796  South  Pewl 
Street,  Galesburg,  HI.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  R.  J.  Schreiber,  547  West  Jackscm 
Boulevard,  Chicago.  HI.,  60606.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  imusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods 
17  M.C.C.'467,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
-Other  lading),  between  Emerson.  Iowa, 
and  Shenandoah,  Iowa,  from  Emerson 
over  UJS.  Highway  59  to  Shenandoah  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off  route  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  the  purposes  of 
joinder  only  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  regular  route  operations. 

Note:  Ckmnnon  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  110663  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  May 
25.  1964.  Applicant:  R.  CONLEY.  INC., 
Seneca  Street.  Elma,  N.Y.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Winthrop  H.  Phelps,  Suite  610, 
Bank  of  Buffalo  Building,  Buffalo  2,  N.Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
com  syrup,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
North  East,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York 
(except  New  York  City  and  points  in  the 
following  counties:  Albany,  Coliunbia, 
Delaware,  Dutchess,  Essex,  Greene, 
Orange,  Nassau,  Putnam,  Rockland, 
Saratoga,  Schoharie,  Sullivan,  Rens¬ 
selaer,  Suffolk,  Ulster,  Warren,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Westchester).  (2)  from' 
Victor,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Tioga,  Brad¬ 
ford,  Susquehanna,  Lycoming,  SuUivan, 
Wyoming,  Lackawanna,  Columbia,  Lu¬ 
zerne,  and  Schuylkill  Counties,  Pa.,  and 
(3)  from  North  East,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Ashtabula.  Trumbull.  Mahoning,  Colum¬ 
biana,  Lake,  Geauga,  Portage,  Stark, 
Cuyahq^a,  Summit,  and  Medina  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  69) .  filed  May 
25,1964.  Applicant:  KREIDER  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  CollingsviUe  Road, 
East  St.  Louis,  HI.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  ova:  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Caramel  coloring,  coloring  syrup, 
and  blends,  in  bulk,  fn»n  Granite  City. 
HI.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  refected 
shipments,  on  return. ' 


No.  MC  119987  (Sub-No.  7) .  filed  May 
25,  1964.  Applicant:  FRANK  RUSSELL 
CROCKETT,  doing  business  as,  F  r 
CROCKETT,  RJJJ.  2,  North  Tazewell, 
Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  m! 
Richardson,  602  Law  and  Commerce' 
Building,  Bluefleld,  W.  Va.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vel\icle,  over  irregular  routes’ 
transporting:  (1)  lime,  from  points  iii 
Tazewell  County,  Va.,  to  Spruce  Pine 
N.C.,  and  points  within  a  radius  of 
twenty-five  (25)  miles  thereof,  and  to 
Marion,  Shelby,  Hickory,  Winston- 
Salem,  Reidsville,  North  Wilkesboro,  and 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  Ma4ison,  Williamson, 
Welch,  Beckley,  Oak  HiU,  Himtington 
Gary,  and  Logan,  W.  Va.,  and  Wheel¬ 
wright,  Ky.,  and  (2)  fruit  juices,  dairy 
products,  fruit,  and  milk  beverages, 
frozen  confections,  and  advertising  mat¬ 
ter,  and  manufacturing  and  storage 
equipment,  and  empty  cases,  between 
Bristol,  Va.,  and  Pikeville,  K^. 

No.  MC  126287,  filed  May  27, 1964.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CHARLES  A.  WICBSIR,  doing 
business  as,  WICKIER  TRANSFER,  1224 
Water  Avenue^  Selma,  Ala.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Alexander  B.  Hawes,  1701  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods 
and  offl.ce  removals,  between  points  in 
Alabama. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  May 
25,  1964.  Applicant:  GREYHOUND 

LINES,  INC.,  WESTERN  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  371  Market  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  94106.  Applicant’s  attorney :  W.  T. 
Meinhold  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  and  express,  and  newspa¬ 
pers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers. 
Revision  of  Route  No.  116  on  Certificate 
Sheet  No.  25:  Establish  a  new  regular 
route  of  operation  over  a  relocated  seg¬ 
ment  of  UH.  Highway  99  between  Fresno 
and  North  Selma  Junction,  and  over 
temporary  access  streets  between  North 
Selma  Junction  and  Selma,  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  segments  of  regular  Route  No. 
116,  in  lieu  of  the  presently  authorized 
segment  of  route  over  former  U.S.  High¬ 
way  99,  to  read  as  follows:  “116.  Be- 
'  tween  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles: 
From  San  Francisco  over  San  Francisco- 
Oakland  Bay  Bridge  to  Oakland,  thence 
over  imnumbered  highway  via  San  Lean¬ 
dro  and  Hasrward  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  50  northeast  of  Hayward  (Hayward 
Junction) ,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  50 
to  jimction  California  Highway  120  (San 
Joaquin  Bridge) ,  thence  over  California 
Highway  120  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  (Manteca),  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  US. 
Highway  99  south  of  Manteca  (South 
Manteca) ,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  99 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  5  (San 
Fernando  Junction) ,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  to  Los  Angeles,’’  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  subject  to  the  general 
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conditions  and  orders  set  forth  on  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  lA  of  said  proposed 
Certificate  No.  MC 1515  (Sub-No.  7)  (for¬ 
merly  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  138) ) . 

Note:  Hie  changes  In  (^leratlng  authority 
beielnabove  shown  and  explained  are  pro- 
po^  to  be  Incorporated  In  the  designated 
revised  sheet  to  said  proposed  Certificate  No. 
MO  1616  (Sub-No.  7)  formerly  MC  1601  (Sub- 
No.  138). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-6733;  Filed.  June  9,  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 


NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  MOTOR  CAR¬ 
RIER  INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

June  5, 1964. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
c(Mnmon  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits 
of  the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1962.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  S  1.245  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  'practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
(rf  April  11,  1963,  page  3533,  which  pro¬ 
vides,  among  other  things,  that  protests 
and  requests  for  information  concerning 
the  time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

State  Docket  No.  7516-CCT,  filed  April 
17,  1964.  Applicant:  GRAY  TRUC3C 
UNE  CO.,  Post  Office  Box  1081,  Lake  Al¬ 
fred,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Sol  A. 
Proctor,  1730  I^mch  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  32202.  Certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  a  freight  service  as  follows:  ’Trans¬ 
portation  of  sugar,  as  a  conunon  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  between  points  in 
Florida. 

HEARING:  June  18, 1964,  at  9:30  a.m., 
in  State  Office  Buildii^,  Morse  Boule¬ 
vard,  Winter  Park,  Fla. 

Requests  for  procedural  information. 
Including  the  time  for  filing  protests, 
concerning  this  application  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Florida  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  700  South  Adams  Street, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.,  32304,  and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

State  Docket  No.  20424— Ext.,  filed 
April  3, 1964.  AppUcant:  DENVER-CJLI- 
MAX  truck  LINE,  INC.,  1380  Umatilla 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  P.  Thompson,  450  Capitol 
Life  Building,  Denver,  Colo.,  80203.  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Transportation  of  freight,  serv¬ 
ing  the  construction  site  of  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  of  Colorado  on  Cabin  Creek, 
approximately  four  (4)  miles  southwest 
of  Georgetown,  Colo.,  as  an  off -route 
point  in  conjunction  with  scheduled 


regular  route  service  conducted  by  ap¬ 
plicant  under  its  PUC  1195  and  1195-1 
between  Denver  and  Climax,  Colo.,  and 
intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  July  1.  1964,  10  ajn.,  at 
532  State  Services  Building,  1525  Sher¬ 
man  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  Requests  for 
procedural  information,  including  the 
time  for  filing  protests,  concerning  this 
application  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission, 
State  Services  Building,  Denver,  Colo., 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-6734;  Piled,  June  9,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  996] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  5, 1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212'(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  , 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposi¬ 
tion.  'The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  66818.  By  order  of  May 
28, 1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer^  to  R  &  K  Enterprises,  Inc.,  4161 
North  Lincolp,  Chicago,  Bl.,  of  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Registration  in  No.  MC  121465 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  December  26,  1963, 
to  Adolph  Ruge,  Robert  Ruge,  (Sustav 
Kawell  and  Ronald  Kawell,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  R  &  K  Cartage, 
4161  North  Lincoln,  Chicago,  Bl.,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation  in  interstate 
and  foreign  commerce  corresponding  to 
the  grant  of  intrastate  authority  in  cer¬ 
tificate  No.  17635  MC-C,  issued  April  17, 
1958  by  the  Illinois  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion. 

No.  MC-FC  66908.  By  order  of  May 
28,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  The  Chieppo  Bus  Com¬ 
pany,  a  corporation.  New  Haven,  Conn., 
of  the  operating  rights  issued  by  the 
Commission  April  15,  1963,  imder  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  124246,  to  Bruce  Vander- 
brook  and  Louis  Vanderbrook,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  Western  Holiday 
Lines,  Manchester,  Conn.,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  in  round-trip,  all-ex¬ 
pense,  pleasure  and  sightseeing  tours,  be¬ 
ginning  and  epding  at  Manchester, 
Conn.,  and  extending  to  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  Missouri,  ELansas,  Colorado, 
Utah,  Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  Wyo¬ 


ming,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Blinois,  In¬ 
diana,  West  Virginia,  Idaho,  and  Mon¬ 
tana.  Glenn  E.  Knierim,  410  Asylum 
Street,  Hartford,  Conn.,  attorney  for  ap¬ 
plicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66929.  By  order  of  May 
28,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  A.  Bocchi  Trucking,  Inc., 
Mechanicville,  N.Y.,  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC  124641  (Sub- 
No.  2) ,  issued  March  11, 1964,  to*  Amerigo 
Bocchi,  MechanicviUe,  N.Y.,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of:  Brick  and  building  tile,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  loading  and 
unloading  devices,  from  and  to,  and  be¬ 
tween,  specified  points  and  designated 
coimties  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Massachusetts.  Patrick  J.  K^iiry,  35 
North  Main  Street,  Mechanicville,  N.Y., 
attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-6736;  Piled,  June  9,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 

[No.  PP-O-20] 

HOUSEHOLD  GOODS  CARRIERS 
BUREAU 

Petition  for  a  Declaratory  Order 

June  5,  1964. 

Petitioner:  Household  Goods  Carriers 
Bureau.  Petitioner’s  attorney:  H(»ner 
S.  Carpenter,  618  Perpetual  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20004. 

By  petition  filed  May  11,  1964,  peti¬ 
tioner,  as  an  association  of  some  1700 
household  goods  carriers,  seeks  a  declar¬ 
atory  order  imder  section  5(d)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  holding 
that:  (1)  The  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
requires  any  person  claiming  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  section  402(c)  as  a  forwarder 
of  used  household  goods  to  assemble,  con¬ 
solidate,  break  bulk,  and  distribute  the 
shipments  handled  in  the  ordinary  and 
usual  course  of  such  person’s  imdertak- 
ing.  (2)  A  person  who,  while  claiming 
the  exemption  of  section  402(c) ,  does  not 
in  the  ordinary  and  usual  course  of  his 
undertakii^  assemble  and  consolidate 
shiixnents  of  household  goods  violates 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  when  he 
accepts  such  shipments  for  transporta¬ 
tion  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
and  arranges  for  the  transportation 
thereof.  (3)  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  requires  any  non-regulated  for¬ 
warder  of  used  household  goods  to  utilize 
the  services  of  duly  authorized  common 
carriers  regulated  by  the  Commission 
under  Parts  I,  n,  or  HE  of  the  Act  for 
£dl  transportation  services,  whether  line- 
haul  or  terminal  in  character.  (4)  All 
of  the  preliminary  services  involved  in 
the  preparation  of  a  shipment  of  house¬ 
hold  goods  for  transportation,  the  physi¬ 
cal  stowage  of  such  goods  into  the  van 
or  transportation  container,  the  removal 
of  the  goods  from  the  van  or  container 
at  destination,  and  the  placing  of  such 
goods  in  the  residence  at  destination  are 
so  integrally  a  part  of  the  services  of  a 
household  goods  carrier  as  to  make  im¬ 
possible  the  fragmentation  or  separation 
thereof.  (5)  A  person  claiming  the  ex- 
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emption  of  section  402(c)  must  utilize 
for  the  performance  of  all  transportation 
services  in  the  terminal  area  of  origin 
and  the  terminal  area  of  destination  of 
any  shipment  handled  by  such  person 
only  the  services  of  those  motor  common 
carriers  which  have  been  duly  certifi¬ 
cated  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  to  perform  tranqx>rtation  of 
househcdd  goods  between  points  in  said 
terminal  areas  and  such  person  claiming 
such  exemption  must  pay  the  lawfully 
established  tariff  charges  of  such  motor 
common  carrier  for  such  terminal  serv¬ 
ices.  Any  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  in  this  proceeding  may,  with¬ 
in  30  dasrs  frmn  the  date  of  this  publi¬ 
cation,  beccxne  a  party  to  this  proceed¬ 
ing  by  filing  representation  supporting 
or  (^posing  the  relief  sought  by  peti¬ 
tions. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SXAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-573S;  Filed.  June  0.  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXGHAN6E 
COMMISSION 

(FUeNo.a4SF-29771 

ALAN-RANDAL  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Vacating  Temporary 
Suspension  Order 

June  4, 1964. 

Alan-Randal  Co.,  Inc.  (issuer) ,  11608- 
11622  Ventura  Blvd.,  Studio  City,  CaU- 


fornia,  a  California  corporation,  filed 
with  the  San  Francisco  Regional  Office 
on  October  27,  1961,  a  notification  on 
Form  1-A  and  an  offering  circular,  re- 
Isdiing  to  41  pr(HX>sed  offering  of  120,000 
shares  of  its  $1.00  par  value  c(»nmon 
stock  at  $2.50  per  share,  for  an  aggre¬ 
gate  amount  of  $300,000,  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  an  exemption  frun  the 
registration  requirements  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3(b)  thereof 
and  Regulation  A  promulgated  there¬ 
under.  Pacific  Coast  Securities  Com¬ 
pany.  a  California  corporation,  was 
named  as  underwriter. 

On  January  15,  1964,  the  Commission 
issued  an  order  temporarily  suspending 
the  issuer’s  Regulation  A  exemption, 
stating  that  it  had  reason  to  believe  the 
issuer  had  filed  a  false  report  of  sales  on 
Form  2-A  and  that  an  event  had  oc¬ 
curred  after  the  filing  which  would  have 
rendered  the  Regulation  A  exemption 
unavailable  imder  Rule  252(e)  (2)  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  of  1933  had  it  occurred  prior 
to  such  filing,  in  that  the  issuer’s  under¬ 
writer  was  the  underwriter  of  another 
Regulation  A  offering  which  was  tem¬ 
porarily  suspended  on  September  18, 
1963.  At  the  request  of  the  issuer,  a 
hearing  was  held  on  this  matter  on 
March  27  and  31, 1964. 

The  Commission,  on  February  10. 1964, 
vacated  the  t^porary  suspension  of  the 
other  Regulation  A  offering  underwrit¬ 
ten  by  issuer’s  imderwriter,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  hearing  in  this  matter  a 
motion  by  the  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance  to  withdraw  this  allegation  was 
granted  by  the  Hearing  Examiner,  sub¬ 
ject  to  any  objection  of  the  Commission. 


On  April  23,  1964,  the  Issuer  filed  an 
Offer  of  Settlement,  pursuant  to  Rule 
8  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice, 
in  which  it  has  agreed  to  repurchase 
fn»n  the  underwriter,  and  the  under¬ 
writer  has  agreed  to  sell  to  the  issuer,  all 
of  its  common  stock  presently  held  by 
the  underwriter.  The  issuer  offers  to 
file  an  amended  report  of  sales  on  Form 
2-A  conecting  certain  inacemate  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  the  original  report 
dated  as  of  August  1,  1963,  and  terminat¬ 
ing  the  offering.  On  the  basis  of  this  ac¬ 
tion  the  issuer  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  vacate  the  temporary  suspension 
order. 

The  Division’ of  Corporation  Finance 
and  the  San  Francisco  Regional  Office 
recommend  that  the  issuer’s  Offer  of 
Settlement  be  accepted. 

Therefore,  having  considered  Issuer’s 
Offer  of  Settlement  and  the  record  in 
these  proceedings  and  it  sq>pearing  that 
it  is  not  in  the  public  Interest  that  the 
t^porary  suspension  of  the  Alan-Ran¬ 
dal  Co..  Inc.  Regulation  A  exemption  be 
made  permanent. 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  261(b) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  that  the  temporary  order  of  suspen¬ 
sion  entered  in  these  proceedings  on 
January  15.  1964,  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
vacated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBoIS, 

Secretary. 

[FJEt.  Doc.  64-6714;  FQed.  JUne  9,  1964; 

8:45  ajzi.] 
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